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SOME LARGER PROBLEMS OF PSYCHICAL 
RESEARCH. 


By James H. Hyslop. 
III. 
Miscellaneous Incidents. 


I cannot well classify a variety of statements in any better 
way. ‘They came as side issues in other communications, 
and each represents an unconnected problem on that account. 
Some of them will connect with the problem we have been 
discussing in the previous paper and might even have been 
chosen to illustrate the conditions affecting it, but they will 
stand apart in their own color much better. I shall give 
them such titles as are possible. The first will concern the 
influence of the control and others on messages. 


1. Fusion of Messages. 


That the control, regardless of the question whether it be 
the secondary personality of the medium or a spirit, influ- 
ences messages is suggested by a variety of general facts. 
In the first place, the style in the Piper case, after the Im- 
perator group of controls came in, always partook of their 
character, no matter who the communicator was. One can- 
not read the reports on Mrs. Chenoweth without being 
struck with the same phenomenon. The same expressions 
are used by all of them in the same situation, with occasional 
variations, just enough to discover that the personal equa- 
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tion is not always the same. With Mrs. Piper it was no less 
noticeable for those who had access to other than their own 
records. I have no doubt that a minute study of the records 
would produce verbal evidence of this. However, such as a 
superficial examination will furnish, the hypothesis is sug- 
gested, and it remains to see if casual references will sustain 
it. It is casual and unconscious statements whose implica- 
tions are unmistakable that will supply the best evidence 
for such a fact, apart from the unity of style. 

The first statement bearing upon it to come up for notice 
occurs in a message from Dr. Hodgson on the experiments of 
President Stanley Hall with Mrs. Piper. He was trying to 
explain why the experiments had been failures: 


“ How can one speak freely and definitely if there is a muzzle 
on his mouth? There was another thing about those experiments. 
Sometimes we are unable to get a direct message and some one 
assumes the responsibility of speaking for us and neither the 
language nor thought is ours, but the one presuming to speak 
for us. You understand that all right.” (Loc. cit. p. 257.) 


I quoted the first part of the passage in which this occurs 
when discussing the influence on messages of inharmony be- 
tween communicator and medium. This quotation followed 
it immediately. It is constantly represented through Mrs. 
Chenoweth that the discarnate and communicating spirit is 
helped in his work by others, and the combination message 
discussed in the previous paper (p. 511) indicates what the 
process is. Now here in the attempt to explain the failure 
to get messages in the experiments of President Hall it is 
implied or, rather, stated that there are situations in which 
some one else has to act for the communicator and gets mes- 
sages wrong. It is not made clear that “the one presuming 
to speak for us” is the control, and it need not always be 
such, but the control or guide is most likely to be the one 
that does it, as is apparent in the experiments with Mrs. Piper 
where Rector determines the style of the message. It should 
be apparent why many mistakes occur, and many a gap in the 
communications is made clear by this hypothesis. 
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The same thought is casually expressed by Professor 
James in the effort to explain his difficulties. 


“Tt is not hard to recall or to come but to control the action of 
another mind and body means the complexity of other spirits 
whose thought may color our own. We are obliged to pool 
issues, So to speak, in a common fund of power and draw as we can 
for our purposes.” (Loc. cit. p. 470.) 


Readers should remark how consonant this is with the 
passage on the combination of forces to produce the message 
already commented upon (p. 511). In the former instance 
already discussed the phenomenon was an incident in the 
effort, apparently, to get a better control, an experiment in 
determining the best method of procedure. Here it is an in- 
cident in explaining the difficulty of controlling, and it is in- 
teresting to note that the medium’s mind is included with the 
body in that process. But the main point is that, at first to 
say the least, the control requires the assistance of other spir- 
its and this fact entails fusion and probably confusion of mes- 
sages. 

On another occasion Professor James’ name was men- 
tioned by the subliminal, but in a negative manner; that is, 
the psychic said she did not see him and that “little group ”. 
Then the automatic writing began by him. I suspected it 
was he at once, and then gave this idea up, but the sequel 
showed I was correct. The message was as follows: 


“You may think I came because my name was used by the 
subconscious self, but that is not so. Reverse the order and you 
will have the explanation. 

(I understand.) 

I, being here, was a part of the thought or spirit knowledge. 
It is most fascinating to watch the process of evolving express- 
ions.” (Loc. cit. p. 425.) 


Here is the admission that his own thought fused with 
that of the psychic’s subconscious, and it came in good 
grace from Professor James because he was so familiar with 
the doctrine. An interesting and refined point also is that 
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he recognizes, tacitly at least, that the natural order of ex- 
planation, for the sceptic at any rate, is that the automatic 
writing was due to impersonation after the subconscious had 
conceived or imagined his presence. There was only one 
incident in the passage reflecting his personal identity and 
that was a statement of his loss of confidence in the spiritistic 
theory after Dr. Hodgson’s death. But this makes no dif- 
ference, as the point of interest in the passage is its coinci- 
dence with everything else connected with the question of 
interfusion. 


2. “ Earth-bound ” Souls. 


That there are what is called “ earth-bound ” spirits is an 
old doctrine in Spiritualism, but it has been a form of ex- 
pression that does not carry with it any clear idea of exactly 
what is meant. It has been only an expression of our ig- 
norance. Whatever it means, however, it is a term that has 
occurred and occurs often in communications. Communica- 
tors have used it to explain certain facts or types of mes- 
sages, but while it suggested a discrimination between higher 
types of communications and normal earthly experience, it 
did not make clear what the conditions are which the term is 
supposed to denote. Hence I use the term here only on its 
own recognizance, and not from any self-evident meaning 
that it can be supposed to have. It remains still to define it 
in terms of facts that will make it intelligible. Before under- 
taking this I shall quote the incidents that may bear upon 
its definition. In general it denotes, of course, some relation 
to the earthly life, but that relation it remains to determine. 

The first passage to be mentioned is one from Dr. Lewis 
G. Janes, whom I knew when living and who had asked me 
to read a paper on this subject before the Cambridge Con- 
ferences. It does not directly describe an “ earth-bound ” 
condition, but at least states a condition that is perfectly 
conceivable and familiar to us in normal life, and may be at 
least closely allied to what is meant by “earth-bound”. Dr. 
Janes states it as if it had surprised him to find that it was 
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a fact, and he connected it directly with the evolution of the 
mind in normal life. 


“How I can write what I most desire to express I do not know. 
There are so many preliminaries and conditions one assumes on 
taking control of a hand to write his communication. It is some- 
what different when one sends the message through an interme- 
diary process, but this responsibility makes me a trifle nervous. 
Still I can do something. It is all experience. ‘The whole plan-~ 
of living seems experience, experience. It is soul practice and 
then the soul becomes strong and active in soul life. It seems 
quite true that some souls do not revive instantly after transition, 
but lie in a dormant state like hibernating creatures and the at- 
tentions of spirit friends or new and timely conditions do not 
arouse them until some time after the transition. But the interest 
in the subject on your side of life awakens a curiosity and stimu- 
lates desire to know even among spirits. Your work is not con- 
fined to the earthly realm, but its influence is felt in every sphere 
of life, just as ours is felt in every condition of life everywhere. 
The unity of life is so apparent to us we are constantly surprised 
at it.” (Loc. cit. pp. 207-208.) 


Passing by the reference to intermediaries with the re- 
mark that it confirms the complexity of the process of com- 
munication and liability to interfusion, we come directly to 
the view that some spirits are in a “ dormant” or comatose 
condition after death, and all that we can say to corroborate 
it is that the same doctrine was asserted through Stainton 
Moses, through Mrs. Piper, and I think through Mrs. Smead, 
tho I cannot lay my hands on the passage in her large record. 
Since accident and disease of the body may cause comatose 
conditions, we may well conceive that death, quite as violent 
a shock as accident, might create the same situation for some 
minds, so that we are not without analogies in normal life 
for the assertion made by the communicator. 

But we may not be so sure of the meaning here. The 
communicator does not use the term “comatose”. He says 
“dormant” and “hibernating” and other conceptions in 
the passage suggest a different import. We must remember 
that we do not always get the entire thought of the com- 
municator, even when the statements seem entirely coherent. 
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Whole sentences, as well as important words, may be omitted 
in the process. It is possible that the author refers 
merely to inactivity of the mind, a lethargic and indolent 
condition, which also has analogies with “ hibernation” and 
“dormancy”. The suspicion in favor of this is based on the 
comparison and connection of that life with this one in re- 
spect of development. It is “all experience ”, development 
of strength in which the soul becomes strong and “ active in 
soul life”. Then the end of the message indicates that their 
curiosity is aroused by the knowledge that the living are 
seeking them or interested in them. It would appear that 
the “ hibernating ”’ soul is thus awakened to his condition 
by the solicitude of the living and is stimulated to action. 
But then this interpretation, again, may omit the considera- 
tion that the message is fragmentary and that the communi- 
cator may have taken up a new topic. But considering that 
through Mrs. Piper and Stainton Moses a definite comatose 
condition was asserted after the analogy of what we know by 
that term, we may rather suppose that the same thought is ex- 
pressed here, but that Mrs. Chenoweth is not familiar with 
the technical term for it and the subconscious uses those 
nearest equivalents. At any rate some inactive condition is 
asserted as holding good with some discarnate spirits after 
their transition and the statement, whatever it means, har- 
monizes with statements made through other sources. 

A corroborative incident of another type somewhat con- 
firms the above case, tho it does not reflect a comatose con- 
dition. It seems to indicate a very active mental condition, 
tho the subject is said to be unconscious of having died. 
The whole episode should be quoted. 





* * * * * [illegible writing.| Dam it. Dam it all. 


(All right.) [Pause.] (‘Take your time.) 
Whose time is it. Am I a fool to monkey with this proposi- 
tion? 

(That depends on what you accomplish.) 

I don’t believe a thing in the business at all and what in the 
devil I am writing to you for I don’t know, but it seems like a 
good joke on you to come and tell you so. 

(Go ahead.) 
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Who the devil are you? 

(1 am a man experimenting to see if there are spirits in the 
world after death. What do you say?) 

Death, what do you know about death. I am not dead. I 
am alive and damn it, I cannot get any one to talk to me. You 
don’t talk any better than the rest of the fools. I wish I could 
break open a few heads and I would see something doing. Some- 
one would pay attention to me, I think. I am no I won’t 
tell you who lam. You would make a fool fuss if I did. 

(What makes you think that?) 

Why should I think anything else? 

(You have no reason, so far as | know, to think that I would 
make a fuss.) 





I suppose you are one of them fine Christian missionaries, but 

can’t get me to sign any pledge. You may as well move on. 
(Why do you dislike pledges ?) 

What’s the good of ’em. You do not want to drink as much 
before you sign as you do afterwards. It’s a voice calling you to 
the bar to see if you can stand the smell and not get drunk. Who 
sent me to you anyway? 

(I don’t know. Can’t you teli?) 

I ain’t so green as | look. I suppose a cop got me, but that 
is all right. I ain’t drunk all the time. You can’t book me. 
Frank Brown, Harlem.” * 


The pencil fell at this point and there was a change of 
control and G. P., apparently, came in and began the auto- 
matic writing with an explanation of the incident. 


“All right, Hyslop. We are here and it was our plan to try 
the experiment of indentity of a man we found who seemed un- 
conscious of his own state. We will keep him in our eye until 


* This incident was published in Vol. VI of the Proceedings p. 610, 
and I was unable to verify the name or any incident in connection with 
it. This was in 1912, but the message came on April 28th, 1911. Some- 
time in 1913 I was asked by a friend to go with him and see a lady and 
daughter in Boston, both of whom were psychic, but quite sceptical of 
their phenomena, the daughter rather despising the spiritistic theory. 
.In the course of conversation some question came up and to illustrate a 
point I happened to quote this incident to her with the name. Strange 
to say she knew a Frank Brown who was constantly getting drunk and 
going away from home. He had finally disappeared from home in one 
of his drunken fits and was never heard from afterward. I was unable 
to get the corroboration needed to prove that the Frank Brown in this 
message is the same man, but the reader will remark two points of co- 
incidence; namely the drunkenness and the going away from home in 
such fits. The name and the final disappearance of the man are also 
points of interest. 
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we find another opportunity to let him write or be helped in 
another way. We did not know just what he would say or do, 
but gave him a chance to express without fear, but the old fear 
seemed to overcome him. He was rather free with his epithets 
at first, but the atmosphere made him conscious of himself. 
I believe that is the way to change conditions for all darkened 
souls. Let the light shine and the soul will be illuminated and 
begin to grow. We could trust you for that sort of experiment, 
when we would not be able to trust another. 

(Il understand. Do you know the last word he wrote after 
Frank Brown?) 

Harlem. We wanted the full address, but those people 
always fight shy of addresses.” (Loé. cit. pp. 610-612.) 


On the next day, at the beginning of the automatic writ- 
ing, G. P. again referred to it as follows, showing that the 
plan of another communication from the same source had 
been abandoned. 


“Good morning, Hyslop. I guess they thought they would 
not let any tramps in, spirit tramps, hoboes, as you remember 
yesterday. 

( Perfectly.) 

Myers said he did not think that ought to be done, even for 
experiment, so he brought his friend and they opened the circle 
in a fitting manner. 

(No epithets.) 

No epithets, not prayers to the Unknown. It was the Un- 
known to that man, | think, but perhaps they are right. Any 
way what Myers says has to be done in this particular case: for 
he has an agreement with Madam to let no harm come to the 
light while under our experiments. We are all under orders in 
our missionary work in heaven, so you may never be favored 
with a like experience, but I think you will not care.” (Loc. cit. p. 
626.) 


I did care, in fact, that the experiment should not be re-, 
peated or continued. But my business was ‘to let things 
take their own course at the time. \What the reader will ob- 
serve in the original communication of “ Frank Brown” is 
the internal evidence that the man did not know he was dead, 
assuming, of course, that we are dealing with a spirit and not 
one of the secondary personalities of the psychic. But as I 
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am taking for granted in this discussion that the case, as all 
similar ones, is exposed to the explanation of subconscious 
fabrication and impersonation, I need not dwell on that 
point. I am interested in the psychological representation 
of the phenomena and at least their superficial claim, to 
watch their relation to other similar cases. It is clear that 
the communicator, on any theory, appears to be unconscious 
of his condition. How natural this may be will appear later, 
but it is represented here as a fact and it seems to have been 
the object of G. P. and his associates to make the man aware 
of the fact that he was dead. The statement implies, if not 
a comatose condition, a situation which is like our active 
somnambulism in which a person is not aware of his normal 
life and environment but like one in a dream. The phe- 
nomenon is common in the literature of Spiritualism. 


This is about all that has been said through Mrs. Cheno- 
weth that may suggest, but not illustrate, what is meant by 
“earth-bound”’. The most that I have to quote on this 
point came through Mrs. Smead. It is interesting to note 
that Mrs. Smead is not at all familiar with the idea from her 
religious teaching. -In fact, it is rather opposed to it, so that 
all that comes through her on the point has the characteristic 
of being unnatural to her normal teaching and convictions. 
Whatever views she may now hold on the matter came en- 
tirely from her own mediumistic work. 

The first instance to be quoted from her work is a re- 
markably clear and interesting one. It has not previously 
been published. I quote it in full with explanatory notes 
affecting the supernormal in it. 

Mr. Smead’s father was present at the sitting. He knew 
all the facts. Mr. and Mrs. Smead did not know all of them. 
I shall omit from this quotation of it all expressions tending 
to produce confusion in the mind of the reader, unless they 
are necessary to sustain any equivocal meaning in the record. 
Often in Mrs. Smead’s work the words “yes” and “no” 
occur when they are apparently references to what is going 
on beyond. I shall omit these when it does not endanger 
the sense or when it does not involve a doubtful meaning. 
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January 11th, 1909. 10.30 A. M. 
Mrs. Smead medium. 


Present Mr. J. C. Smead, Sr., and Mr. W. M. Smead, Jr. 
Three articles laid on table, Dr. Hodgson’s, Robert Hyslop’s and 
Mr. Smead’s deceased brother’s. Mr. W. M. Smead asks 
questions when not indicated by initials. 

(All is ready.) 

Helo [Hello] father, how are you? 

(J.C. S.: All right.) 

Sampson all right. The other fellow cross too. 

(What do you mean?) 

The other crazy woman still lives there. She never lives. 

(I do not understand.) 

We do. She lives here in the same house still afraid someone 
is trying to get it from her. She said when I told her she was 
here that | was fooling her and will not learn it. yes yes no. | 
was not talking to you Billy. 

(J. C.S.: I understand.) 

She said once lawyer Cleaveland helped her and it is hers 
now. 

(In her mind it is true.) 

Yes, but, father, it was hers before she came over here. 

(Tell me all about it.) 

I saw her to tell her that she was in this life, but she would 
not believe and she stays in her old home, going around doing 
the same old things. She says it is her home and no one shall 
take it from her. Sometimes it is very dark in it and you would 
think * * |“no”’| one there. She thinks some one wants to 
kill her. She said she had money there and it was in a place 
hidden away in the wall and she had some hidden in a bank. 

(J.C. S.: Yes, I know. Who took it?) 

It was given to her girl. She said some one took it. 

(J.C. S.: I don’t know.) 

And so she thinks they want her house. 

(This is all Dutch to me.) 

Billy, she was called crazy when we were boys. 

(J.C. S.: I know nearly all.) 

I wanted to help her to come away from the earth, Billy, 
but she would not see. 

(An earth-bound spirit 7) 

Yes, always, but Noyes does not live there. He is in a higher 
sphere. I thought you could recognize it. 

(I remember him.) 

He talked of trying to help the ones you call earth-bound. 
(I understand. ) 
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You want proof. I try to getit. Thelawyer * * [Mr.?] B 
could tell better 

(J.C. S.: I understand.) 

Father! (Yes.) We know about him here. 

(Is lawyer Bell still alive or in your world?) 

You wait till we bring him. 

(J. C. S.: All right. Glad to hear from him.) 

Not this time, but he says he would talk to you. Scott of 
Lawrence * * J. 5. Police Court. Do you hear me? I was 
quite old when I came here. You know me, Judge, yes. 

(J.C. $S.: I think I do.) 

I did not think I would live I have so hard a time to talk. 


That was me * * * * that I knew just what I said. 
(You know what?) 
S * * of Lawrence I wanted to tell you. 


(Write your first name.) 
I told you that once. I told you | was quite an old man when 
I came over here. 

(J.C. S.: I recognized that.) 

| told you once that when I tried to talk I did not think it 
was so hard. Did you hear me? 

Ch. Gi: . Fens) 

Not Methune [Methuen] but Lawrence. 

(7. ©. 3.: Fes.) 

Will thank you, so goodbye. 

(Go on.) 

Well, Billy, you are not all the earth and sky too. 

(Do you think I am so conceited ?) 

No, only joking you. Ever your most obedient and Humble 
Servant. What next can I do! 

(Bring some of father’s friends, Judge...... ) 

Why do you tell all you know at once. The friend Scott 
tries to tell of Stone: could not get only one or two words about 
it. When I go give me a word to remember please not hard, 
an easy one especially.” 


The last sentence was a request probably for a word to 
use in cross reference. Now Mrs. Smead knew the old 
woman referred to and that she was regarded as out of her 
mind. So did Mr. Smead. Mrs. Smead knew the name 
Sampson and the man when she saw him, but that was all. 
She knew nothing about Scott. He was a fairly old man 
when he died. He was the lawyer whom the woman knew 
and Stone was the name of the Judge about whom Mrs. 
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Smead seems to have known nothing. Noyes was the name 
of the man the woman hated most. Methuen and Lawrence 
were connected with the life of Mr. Smead’s father. Mrs. 
Smead had lived there and knew normally how to spell the 
name well enough. The woman mentioned was afraid of 
poverty and feared that her house would be taken from her, 
a fact which Mrs. Smead might have known casually. The 
woman had asked legal advice of Mr. Smead’s father, a fact 
probably not known by Mrs. Smead. 

We have in this instance a clear statement of the con- 
tinuance after death of the mental state preceding it and all 
the characteristics of a haunted house, except the earthly 
knowledge of it, and also a recognition of an earth-bound 
condition. One case comatose and two unconscious of 
death. The last case laboring under the same delusion that 
had afflicted the person when living. If the Smeads had 
known nothing about the woman the evidence would have 
been much stronger and would have supplied a probability 
that the statements about the transcendental life were true: 
for the view here taken is wholly opposed to Mrs. Smead’s 
teaching and convictions apart from what she has picked up 
from casual knowledge of her own phenomena, and this is 
the first instance in which an earth-bound condition is af- 
firmed and detailed through her. It repeats what has been 
said over and over again through other psychics. It dis- 
tinctly recalls the doctrine of Purgatory and the language of 
Revelation as to the condition of the dead: “ He that is un- 
just, let him be unjust still: and he that is filthy, let him be 
filthy still: and he that is righteous, let him be righteous 
still: and he that is holy, let him be holy still.” The thought 
here is the continuity of the earthly state after death and it 
makes one think that the source of it may have been the 
same kind as that which I have quoted from present records. 

But there are analogies in human life that coincide with 
the conditions described, tho we are not in the habit of call- 
ing them “ earth-bound ” and they are not that in reference 
to our terrestrial environment. But if “ earth-bound” 
means the continuance of one’s mental states after death 
without recognition of the change of environment it is sim- 
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ply an insane condition, and we have phenomena in normal 
life that suggest the possibility. The first type is that of 
mental disturbances caused by disease and accident in which 
the normal consciousness is affected by physiological disturb- 
ance. The materialist stops with the explanation of abnor- 
mal physical conditions and does not require to investigate 
farther, and hence I do not quote the fact ‘as evidence, but as 
suggesting that, possibly, death may be the same kind of dis- 
turbance as accident is with the living. But there is a 
better analogy. It is that of anzsthesia, dreams and sec- 
ondary personality. In these we have functional alterations 
without any of the usual lesions that cause similar disturb- 
ances. We may call them “lesions ’”’, if we like, neverthe- 
less they are not of any discoverable type by the microscope 
or otherwise. ‘This is especially true of dreams and the re- 
sults of anesthesia. In both of these usually, always per- 
haps in anesthesia caused by general functional disturbance, 
we have the loss of the sense of personal identity, or if not 
that, more often the loss of all sense of one’s real environ- 
ment. In dreams we take for reality what is only a creation 
of our own minds. Under anesthetics fears and deliria often 
occur without any normal realization of the facts afterwards. 

Now suppose death is either a shock, as it is sometimes 
like an accident, it might leave the mind in that disturbed 
condition which a shock often produces. Or suppose it is 
only the gradual decay of the nerve centers causing such 
mental affection as paranoia or similar accompaniments of 
the lesion, why might not the fact of death come without 
any self-consciousness of the change. In that abnormal con- 
dition during life self-consciousness was not natural and in 
the preservation of identity there is no reason why any sense 
of the situation should immediately arise, and we could well 
understand just how this old woman should continue to think 
that she was persecuted. The momentum of hallucinations 
might as easily persist awhile as that of normal states. 

In our dream life, I said, we take for real what is only 
ideal, so to speak, subjective creations of our own subcon- 
scious. Continue sleep and we should have their continu- 
ance. No wonder mythology said that sleep and death were 
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twin brothers, or in the continuance mentally of one’s earthly 
labors and habits, invented the stories of Sisyphus and Ixion. 
One of the remarkable things reported to me through sev- 
eral sources about the victims of the Titanic disaster was that 
many of them did not know they were dead, but were sitting 
on an island waiting for some ship to come and rescue them. 
I have no evidence that the incidents are anything but the 
imagination, conscious or subconscious, of the persons 
through whom they came. But the coincidence of widely 
separated but identical ideas of the matter suggests that 
what we often laugh at may after all have an important 
truth at the bottom of it. The shock of death by such a dis- 
aster might well leave the mind infected with fear and de- 
lusions, so that, like those who recover from drowning, the 
subjects might feel happy and safe but the spectators of their 
own mental states or hallucinations until their sense of 
identity and of their proper environment arises. That is 
precisely what takes place in dreams and deliria. They 
represent the absence of rapport, normal rapport, with the 
body, and if death be only the severance of rapport with 
bodily conditions, there is no reason why phenomena anal- 
ogous to dreams and deliria should not take place. 

Now if any individual should deliberately choose to in- 
terest himself in the momentum of his past he might con- 
tinue in that mental state as long as he liked. But probably 
most cases are primarily involuntary at first, whatever they 
become later. On that we cannot speculate. All that we 
have a right to enforce is what we have evidence for, such as 
it is. I shall not pretend to say that the instances quoted 
illustrate fully or exhaust the idea meant to be expressed by 
the “earth-bound”. It may contain much more and from 
the statements we get about it, I imagine it is not necessarily 
an abnormal condition on the other side always like insanity. 
There are statements tending to indicate that it may de- 
scribe those who prefer the physical life, never having inter- 
ested themselves in what we call the “spiritual” in their 
earthly life. If so, it is only an illustration of continuing 
personal identity with the accompaniment of consciousness 
of what it is. 
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So much for what is implied of one form of “ earth- 
bound ” conditions. I come next to sporadic and apparently 
casual statements of the fact that there are such souls with 
somé statement or implication of what they do. As I re- 
marked nothing yet of any importance has been directly said 
through Mrs. Chenoweth, but something implied. The first 
instance in the report quoted purports to come from Pro- 
fessor James and it is an incident of what is necessary to 
communicate at all. He is explaining what he has to do in 
communicating. 


“One word at a time and all other friends away, so that I 
will not get their ideas mixed with mine. They thought to help 
but I said I would prefer it alone. 

(I understand.) 

It exhausts us but by stopping we can get new light energy 
and can continue for a greater time, as you know there must 
be one of greater power that supplies the light energy, and by his 
keeping near it remains for a period, as he does not try to ‘talk. 
[He] can remain but the earth souls are so desirous of talking 
it causes confusion.” (Loc. cit. p. 114.) 





Here is a situation in which a medium is assumed to be 
surrounded by earth-bound spirits who are trying to com- 
municate and have to be kept away or their influence inhib- 
ited. Otherwise they confuse the messages. Now Mrs. 
Smead, as I have remarked, has no such ideas normally of 
the situation. She assumes that the communicating spirit 
comes unaccompanied by any but the control, and she has 
not imagined that the energy for communcating came from 
an extra personality for the purpose. All this machinery 
for communication is new to-her original ideas, and espe- 
cially that of “earth souls’, the terms not being familiar to 
her at all, as she never read any of the literature of spiritual- 
ism whatever. Some of it may have come to her in casual 
conversations with her husband who has read a little of it 
since the development of her mediumship. But she has had 
! no such ideas as are promulgated here that are in any way 
natural convictions. The reader should remark the uncon- 
scious corroboration of the influence of others present on 
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the messages so frequently intimated through Mrs. Cheno- 
weth. 


A curiously confused message from Dr. Hodgson ex- 
pressed the same doctrine and at the same time indicated 
some things characteristic of himself and his policy in ex- 
periment. Mr. Smead had asked if Professor James had 


gone to a certain public medium and the reply was as fol- 
lows: 


“T did not take him to such a person. We have only a very 
few lights that we can use: too much subconsciousness. It is 
possible that some of these friends could personate our friend. 
Why do say it Earth-bound souls could not [do] just that, but 
just tell that he had come. They are ever watching for a chance, 
but unless a guide is left would try to talk, and on your side it 
is easy to get messages when it is a public character that has left 
yours, as the subliminal of the medium is always on the watch, 
conscious subliminal.” (Loc. cit. p. 126.) 


This will explain a great deal of impersonation, if accept- 


able as a fact. If the communicator means to be humorous 
or sarcastic in the allusion to the “ conscious subliminal be- 
ing ever on the watch” he is doing something which is not 
characteristic of Mrs. Smead. She has no such humor, at 
least as a habit, tho we cannot say she would not occasion- 
ally make a point of this kind. She has not had any con- 
ception of the method of preventing “earth-bound” scu!s 
from communicating independently of her own work and 
she may have gotten it there in the course of the develop- 
ment that brought the Imperator group there. 

The next reference to it was apparently by Mr. Podmore, 
as it was claimed that he made the allusions to psychometry 
in the communications, but the sequel proved that it was a 
mutual acquaintance of Dr. Hodgson and myself, probably 
helping Mr. Podmore, and she got into rapport with the 
psychic instead of Mr. Podmore. But the communicator 
said he did not believe that everything had a soul “as it is 
sometimes spoken of, but when we come here and find so 
many living on and on as if still of the earth you see it as we 
do.” It is not clear how this would prove that everything 
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had a soul, but it re-affirms what was implied by the Frank 
Brown incident and the old woman who died insane. It in- 
dicates that personal identity may go so far as not to get 
away from earthly memories at all, at least for a long period 
of time. As for the rest of the message we may leave it in 
the confusion that is evident. 

In the same. sitting Mr. Podmore discussed the Piper 
experiments in England after Dr. Hodgson’s death and en- 
deavored to explain why Dr. Hodgson failed to do good 
work as a communicator. 


“It was because of the work he had done there and found it 
was not possible to control on this side as he had on yours. 
[He] was not able to from what you would call on your side 
a mental condition to take control and it is often so. One who 
is a good conductor of experiments cannot do as readily here, 
and he wanted to control at first, but found his condition would 


not permit him to do so lest he become Earth-bound or bound 
to one light alone.” (Loc. cit. pp. 853-854.) 


This message indicates a close connection between con- 
trol and “ earth-bound”’ conditions. In fact it was said of 
Phinuit, the original Piper control, that he was an “ earth- 
bound ” spirit and the Imperator group indicated that they 
had to remain more or less “ earth-bound ” in order to com- 
municate. It would seem, then, that the condition may be 
voluntary, whether for good or evil purposes, and that it 
signifies either remaining near the material-world, or, to 
speak in idealistic terms, in a mere dream state, dwelling on 
past earthly memories and desires. This, of course, cannot 
obtain any other verification at present than its similarity to 
what we know of living minds and the repetition of the idea 
through mediumistic sources that are not familiar with such 
allegations of the spiritual world. 


If we could express the idea of “ earth-bound ” souls in a 
preference for sensory experience we could obtain a clear 
analogy with what we know and thus render it intelligible. 
It is probably that at least. The law of personal identity 
would hold true to that extent and it would be set aside only 
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as a desire and will to progress beyond it arose and became 
effective. 

There is one passage purporting to come from Professor 
James which, tho confused and perhaps not superficially 
suggesting what I have said, nevertheless seems to have this 
meaning at the basis of it. He is speaking of psychometry 
and trying to explain what there is in it, a phenomenon man- 
ifested in the Piper case which was a standing perplexity to 
every one who did not start with the spiritistic theory as pri- 
mary, and perplexing enough after admitting it. He did not 
make the matter clear, as will be seen by reading the de- 
tailed record, only a part of which we can quote. What he 
was referring to was the influence of articles on messages. 
Why it is best to have some article of the deceased person 
present to help in getting messages has never been made 
clear. I can understand how it might start associations and 
this is one of the claims made for it. But there seems to be 
more than this involved and it is sometimes asserted that 
some “influence” is left on them. ‘This too can be under- 
stood from what we know of radio-active substances and the 
deposits which their emanations sometimes leave and also 
the transfers in chemical action, as in electrical phenomena. 
But this does not help us to understand how it affects the 
current of the communicator’s thoughts. All in all the whole 
subject remains a perplexity, at least in the form in which 
spirits assume to explain the phenomena. The passage for 
comment is the following: 


“Do you know that if the articles belonging to us over here 
are not carefully guarded that we soon have all of our influence 
in them with us? 

(No, I did not know that.) 

or withdraw from the earth influence? 

(What analogy has that in our science?) [I thought of radio- 
active substances. | : 

Wait a little. It is like the growing up of a child in the earth 
life. We go farther away from earth surroundings and as all 
these things are a part of our being or life, we take the influence 
with us away from the earth, and so as I have just stated—as 
I was to state—the reason for fragmentary communications 
[they] are due to this fact. They are not often guarded from 
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the influence of others, so that we are obliged to take ours from 
them. 


(I understand.) 
And so, as we withdraw ours from the earth, it is more difficult 


to return. Can you see the point I try to make?” (Loc. cit. pp. 
116-117.) 


A superficial reading of this passage will leave the im- 
pression that some “influence” is deposited on the article 
while the person is living and that this is used when com- 
municating, and, under certain circumstances can be removed. 
If the statement had been that the article had an influence 
on the. spirit, we could interpret it along the line of sensory 
stimulus and association recalling memories and getting the 
attention fixed. But this is not directly stated and we seem to 
have clear the idea that some emanation came from the living 
person and left its “influence” or deposit on the article. 

Now to bring out the probable meaning of the passage 
requires a long explanation. First remark the reference to 
“earth surroundings ” which is a thought on the borderland 


of “ earth-bound ” conditions. That is one reason for quot- 
ing it here, and the second reason is its peculiar complexity 
and apparent absurdity and confusion, with a beacon light 


or two that will help to illuminate other passages on the 
same subject. 


In the first place, the ideas and language are not charac- 
teristic of Professor James. He held to no such ideas when 
living, so far as I can ascertain. But the phraseology re- 
sembles closely that of the Imperator group and the ideas 
are much the same as were delivered through Mrs. Piper. 
Mrs. Smead never saw them and knew nothing about them. 
sut there is no evidence here that the Imperator group were 
present. This fact, however, does not stand in the way of 
supposing them actually present and assisting. It must be 
remembered that we have discussed at length passages show- 
ing the presence of others than the communicator, and their 
influence on messages. Sometimes the evidence. for this is 
merely casual and comes out involuntarily. The Smead case 
is a difficult one to work with, and might require much as- 
sistance to get messages through. Now that the phrase- 
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ology and ideas are those of the Imperator group and not 
characteristic of Professor James we may have a fusion of 
their ideas and his in the communications, and we may take 
what is evidently his to shed light on the whole. It must 
always be noticed that the thought and expression of the 
Imperator group on matters of this kind have to be re- 
interpreted in order to make their meaning clear to our ex- 
perience. ‘This was so manifest in the Piper case that Dr. 
Hodgson always reckoned with the fact in his construction 
of their ideas. ‘They seem to be trying to express in physical 
terms what is true only of the mental world, and it is to this 
point that Professor James is really directing his statements. 
His analogy of the child is complete proof of this. At first 
the child’s interest is in his little toys and in nothing else, ex- 
cept his father and mother. At a later period he loses in- 
terest in his toys and forgets them. In fact he could not 
recognize them or tell anything about them. At some spe- 
cific age he begins to contract an interest in other things. 
At a still later time his interest in these lapses and manhood 
finds him having no interest in and no recollection of the 
things that absorbed his attention earlier. This is develop- 
ment and progress. The memory and associations of early 
objects dissolve. Now as the discarnate spirit becomes in- 
terested in the spiritual world and disregards his earthly 
memories the associations of his “ earth surroundings ” and 
articles lapse into oblivion, and hence the longer a spirit has 
been away from the earth the more fragmentary his mes- 
sages. It is the same with the living, with the exception of 
those instances of old age in which the incidents of youth are 
recalled better than those of yesterday. We can recall only 
in fragments the experiences of childhood and the more a dis- 
carnate spirit withdraws interest from his earthly memories 
the less complete would they be in communicating. To re- 
store them some such process as we devise in hypnosis and 
suggestion might have to be employed, and in the Piper case 
there were indications that this was used or something anal- 
ogous to it. Besides, coming back into and remaining in the 
old environment might do something to revive old mem- 
ories, as we find the same in life. 
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This explanation, being in idealistic terms, may throw 
much light, not only on what is meant by “ earth-bound con- 
ditions ”, but also on the paradoxical and apparently absurd 
statements about the influence of articles, where the meaning 
is not so apparent as in this passage. “ Earth-bound” is 
but continuance in the same mental state of sensory interest 
as when living and failing to progress or to adjust one’s self 
to the new environment. It may be more, but so far as the 
evidence goes it is at least this and for the present we do not 
require to go farther with it. 


3. Telepathy. 


Similar statements about telepathy were made through 
both Mrs. Chenoweth and Mrs. Smead. I have commented 
at length on one of them in the Proceedings (Vol, V, pp. 714- 
753), when publishing what Mr. Myers purported to say 
with reference to it. Not much needs to be said here re- 
garding it. Such interest as the references to it have lies in 
the affirmation that it is the process of carrying messages by 
the discarnate from living person to living person instead of 
direct communication between the living. There is, of 
course, no such proof for this as might be desired, but the 
circumstances under which the statements are made offer a 
measure of possibility or probability for it. Mr. Myers had 
asserted rather spontaneously through Mrs. Chenoweth that 
spirits were always involved in telepathic messages between 
the living, and but for the inclination of Mrs. Chenoweth to 
believe this explanation normally, the statement would sug- 
gest more possibilities. Through Mrs. Smead the same doc- 
trine is put into the mouth of Mr. Podmore. I quote the 


passage. 


“ When I was there I would try the experiments with the lady 
that also had the daughter that could get telepathic messages and 
I believed them to be just that on your side. I know it is hard to 
explain it when there from our side here. We find we can go 
so quickly from one point to another that it is the same as 
telepathy on your side. It is with us to think and it is done 
almost without time, as we said there. 
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(Good, explain all you can.) 

And so it is called telepathy on your side, but in reality not 
thought transference at all, but carried by messengers here.” 
(Loc. cit. p. 877.) 


The reference to the lady and her daughter here is evi- 
dently to Mrs. Thompson and her little control who was her 
deceased daughter. It is significant that the statement is put 
into the mouth of Mr. Podmore, as any such view of the case 
would be the natural one to a man who had discovered the 
error of his earthly ideas. Mrs. Smead would not as likely 
form this conception of the process as Mrs. Chenoweth, since 
she has not tried to think out any features of the problem 
beyond her own experiences, normally remembered, and none 
of them touch on an issue like this. Mr. Podmore had known 
about the Thompson case and the experiments with it, and 
thought it telepathic, where fraud was not admissible, so 
that what he says here, assuming it unlikely that it is a sub- 
conscious production, has its possibilities. The discovery, 
if he had been sincere in his theory of telepathy when living, 
would be a surprise and perhaps a kind of shock to Mr. Pod- 
more, so that he would quite naturally allude to the matter 
in this way, if he found the facts to be as stated. The rapid- 
ity of movement from place to place coincides with what is 
said or implied about this matter in other cases. But it is 
the manner of regarding time that is not in any respect nat- 
ural to Mrs. Smead. “ Without time as we said there” is 
taking the idealistic conception of time and Mrs. Smead prob- 
ably never heard of such a thing. At any rate it is quite 
natural to have it in the mouth of Mr. Podmore, so that the 
consistency of the statements with other similar statements 
will have its value for the transcendental view of telepathic 
messages as carried by spirits. We have no assured proof 
of this as yet, but the bare possibility of it, persistently af- 
firmed by the discarnate, will seriously affect it as an hypo- 
thesis for explaining away spirts. 

On all the questions discussed in this series of articles 
we are still on the threshold of the investigation. The evi- 
dence is not yet what science must have for assurance. © All 
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that I have done or endeavored to do has been to collect 
what would suggest the hypothesis rather than prove it for 
the various statements made by communicators. It must 
remain for the future to determine what is correct regarding 
them. But if communicators prove their veracity by prov- 
ing their identity or the truth of other facts not relevant to 
identity, it is probable that many statements which are not 
evidential judged by that standard are also true, and this suf- 
fices for establishing the hypotheses to be verified. It will 
take time and elaborate experiment to éffect this verification. 
The great problem will be to eliminate the influence of the 
subconscious on the communications and from experiments 
already made for the development to this end we can be as- 
sured that the process of verifying statements about trans- 
cendental conditions will be long and complicated. 
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EDITORIAL. 
EXPLANATIONS. 


I have frequently rejected certain quite generally pro- 
posed explanations, or quasi-explanations, of phenomena at 
least apparently claiming to be supernormal. It may not be 
out of place to show more definitely what my motive was in 
this course. . In many cases the context and often the state- 
ments might imply that I was prejudiced against such theo- 
ries because they stood in the way of the spiritistic hypothe- 
sis which I have either defended or appeared to defend. | 
must make clear the object which i have usually had in tak- 
ing this attitude. 

In the first place it is and has been my constant contention 
that the scientific man is not obliged to have any explanations 
whatever of any of his facts in this field, until we have ac- 
cumulated many more of them. This is true of the spiritistic 
explanation as well as any other. The proposition of a 
theory at any time is a gratuitous affair. Any man who 
wishes to do it may not be forbidden, but he is not obliged 
to suggest or defend it. He may simply state his facts and 
let readers do their own thinking and explaining. This is 
the usual course taken in the publications. Our problem is 
primarily the estimation of evidence when the facts have 
been stated and not the defence of any theory. But it is the 
habit of critics to indicate all sorts of escapes from a spirit- 
istic explanation, even when it has not been proposed. 
These escapes are usually guessing, chance coincidence, sug- 
gestion, secondary personality and similar theories. Guess- 
ing and chance coincidence are well known and legitimate 
explanations, in any sense of that term. But “ suggestion ” 
is nothing of the kind. It is often used with a view of mak- 
ing laymen think the phenomena are thus explained by some- 
thing else than spirits or other hypotheses of the supernor- 
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mal, telepathy, clairvoyance, etc. But “suggestion” is not 
an explanation of anything. It is but a term that names a 
group of phenomena which were not satisfactorily explained 
by the imagination or “ mesmeric fluid” of former times. 
The imagination represented a well known cause and where 
applicable it was a legitimate hypothesis, but when it broke 
down “ suggestion”’ was employed in its stead, and to dis- 


place the fluidic theory. But it did not represent any well 


known cause which we understood in detail. It could but 
indicate a situation in which the causes were unknown, tho 
to be found in the subject rather than outside of it. This 
was as far as the idea of “suggestion ’”’ ever went. But sci- 
entific men were willing to have the public think that it ex- 
plained everything. In their private convictions they knew 
well enough that it explained nothing, but as long as they 
could have the public think that it explained, there was no 
demand to investigate. 
other explanations. 
ure. 


It was a convenience for evading 
This was a wholly illegitimate proced- 
“ Suggestion’ should have been as patiently investi- 
gated as spirits, telepathy, clairvoyance and other things, 
but this was no part of the scientific man’s desire. He 
wanted to fool the public while he did not remain fooled 
himself. 

On the other hand, there was a perfectly legitimate func- 
tion for the appeal to “ suggestion”. It limited evidence for 
the supernormal by classifying the facts among those which 
were of real or apparent subjective origin or meaning and so 
raised the standard of evidence for the supernormal, but 
the scientific man should not have confused this legitimate 
function of the idea with the illegitimate one of assuming 


that it explained and put an end to investigation. 


This last 
it did not do. 


It was only a term for our ignorance. 

The consequence of this fact is that my constant criticism 
of the theory of “ suggestion” has-been directed, not to re- 
jecting it from consideration, but to the habit of regarding it 
as ending inquiry when, as a fact, investigation should begin 


just when that idea is proposed. It is supposed to displace 


spirits, for instance, when it may actually involve them, if 


the evidence should point that way. ‘There is nothing in the 
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idea to prevent the hypothesis, as implying some sort of 
cause, from being consistent with any supernormal agency. 
It is but a term to limit evidence, not to explain or name an 
explanation of facts. What I urge is a confession of ignor- 
ance wherever the circumstances demand it, and not to imply 
that we are explaining facts by the term. I have used it myself 
constantly to indicate that spirits do not apply, so far as evi- 
dence is concerned, but I am not deceived as to its meaning. 
I do not pretend that I know the causes where I apply the 
term. Iam only stating that any other hypothesis must be 
proved or is a problem to be solved. 

The thing to be deprecated in this work is the pretense of 
knowledge which the use of these terms encourages when the 
facts are not thoroughly investigated. “ Suggestion” does 
not name any known cause, or at least a cause whose action 
makes intelligible the things referred to it. It only names a 
situation and discriminates a complex set of conditions from 
another. The real cause is still a thing to be sought. It 
names a condition of things which demand the whole ap- 
paratus of psychology to make them intelligible. But our psy- 
chologists appeal to it as if they knewall about it, when the 
fact is that they know as little about it in most instances as 
children. ‘They do not try to increase their knowledge of it. 
It is a most convenient means for throwing dust in the 
eyes of the public, especially when they wish to evade the 
duty of investigating the supernormal. 

Secondary personality is much the same. We do not 
know its limits. We do not try to investigate it as we do 
the phenomena of normal psychology. We simply use it to 
get rid of something else we do not like, or which it is re- 
spectable not to believe. No doubt we know that there is 
such a thing, but this does not justify the employment of it 
for throwing light or perplexities which are not so great as 
itself. We do not explain by using terms which express only 
our ignorance. It is knowledge that explains. Ignorance 
only defines a problem. It does not solve it. We have only 
eto ask any man who proposes “ suggestion’ and secondary 
personality as explanations what he knows about them, and 
he will have to answer that he knows little or nothing about 
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them, and this only implies that he is appealing to ignorance 
to act as a substitute for knowledge. 

Another thing to be noticed in this matter is the fact that 
suggestion’ and secondary personalities can be no more 
than hypotheses when advanced for explaining phenomena. 
As such they may be legitimate, but only as we concede that 
they are subject to investigation and proof. Usually the man 
who uses them intends them to put an end to discussion and 
to explain away facts claiming some other explanation. But 
as yet they are on the same plane as the explanations they are 
intended to rival. They are only tentative suppositions sub- 
ject to the laws of evidence like all hypotheses. They do not 
put an end to controversy or investigation. In fact, they 
begin just at the point at which they are proposed. They 


are not solutions of problems. They are the problems them- 
selves. 


sé 


The thing to be resented in the appeal to them is the as- 
sumption that they represent adequate knowledge of the 
phenomena. They are all very well as counters against 
hasty speculation in other directions, but they are not ex- 
planations and they are not legitimate substitutes for the 
duty to investigate. Dust throwing is not science. It only 
postpones the day of judgment. 


NOTICE. 


There will be a meeting of the members of the Society 
at the office of Mr. Miles M. Dawson at 12 M. on January 
2d, 1915, 141 Broadway, New York City. 
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INCIDENTS. 


The Society assumes no responsibility for anything published under 
this head and no indorsement is implied, except that it has been fur- 
nished by an apparently trustworthy contributor whose name is given 
unless withheld by his own request. 


APPARITION. 


The following case is one that I investigated for Dr. 
Hodgson when he was living. The young lady, Julia Mur- 
ray, had died and a number of persons were sitting in the 
room with the body when certain members of the group saw 
an apparition of the deceased girl. The papers had exag- 
gerated accounts of it that attracted much attention gener- 
ally and as the case seemed to be a collective one it had some 
interest for the psychic researcher. The notoriety given the 
case by the papers led to the suppression by the priest of in- 
terviews with the parties who knew the facts and it was ex- 
tremely difficult to get at all the desired information. The 
girl who died was a Catholic and all who were present seem 
to have been Catholics, and the embarrassment for the sci- 
entific inquirer which the newspapers always produce made 
it impossible to obtain all the necessary corroboration of the 
incident. I talked with more persons than are implicated in 
the two interviews of this record and the agreement as to the 
facts was good. The only difficulty lay in the fact that they 
were mostly ignorant and excitable witnesses. Imagination 
and excitement may have had-something to do with the case, 
when added to the probability of suggestion growing out of 
the circumstances, tho I am less inclined at this date to attach 
as much value to suggestion as my report did at the time. I 
am more familiar with such phenomena. The same can be 
said of the hypothesis of collective hallucinations, except that 
the meaning of such a phenomenon appears to me now to be 
different from what I assumed then. I had not at that time 
thought of collective hallucinations as veridical, which they 
may well be, and that fact would alter their implications. 





Incidents. 


3ut such as, the case is I leave it as reported, and some day 
such a phenomenon may be better understood. Indeed to 
treat it as a collective veridical hallucination would bring it 
into harmony with the mental picture method of communica- 
tions with a transcendental world.—Editor. 


519 West 149th St., New York, March 31st, 1901. 
My Dear Hodgson: 

I mail with this my report on the Yonkers case, so far as I 
have been able to investigate it. I hope to see Katie Cain later, 
but do not know whether I can succeed in the present state of 
the case. 

I also send in a separate cover the cuttings from the Journal 
for three different dates. They are probably as accurate as 
newspaper reports usually are! In regard to the alleged inter- 
view with myself in today’s Journal, I can say that not one state- 
ment of it is true. I refused to be interviewed, and told the 
reporter that, if he would go to our Proceedings and read Leon 
Marillier’s article he would find a similar case and that it was 
probably a collective hallucination. I refused absolutely to say 
more. But here in the account I am set down as having signed 
a statement. Frank has evidently either made an interesting 
mess of it or is equally misrepresented. 

Yours as ever, 


J. H. HYSLOP. 


New York, March 30th, 1901. 
My Dear Dr. Hodgson: 

I went today to investigate the Yonkers apparition that has 
excited so much interest in the papers. I found the parties un- 
willing to talk after the way reporters had annoyed them, and 
only after | had assured one of them that I was not a reporter 
could I get any account of the facts. This was Mrs. Corbalis. 
She is one of the persons who saw the apparition of the dead 
girl. Her story is as follows, about the same as given in the 
papers: 

Julia Murray died on Saturday, the 23d, and it was that night 
that the vision was seen. The dead girl’s sister was sitting near 
the body and others were variously about the sitting room and 
kitchen. Katie Cain, a cousin of the dead girl, was present and 
first saw the apparition. The room was darkened as described 
in the papers, and in it were this Katie Cain, and two sisters, 
Tessie and Rose McGowan. As said, Katie Cain first saw the 
vision and remarked that she saw Julia Murray, and called the 
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attention of the McGowan sisters to it and they also saw it, but 
refuse to be interviewed about it. The apparition first seemed 
to come out from behind a picture of the Virgin hanging on the 
wall, and to move across the wall with the hands folded over the 
breast at first. The hands, however, soon unfolded and were 
held in the position of making a prayer and the rosary beads 
were hanging over them. There was a wreath of evergreens on 
the head. When the hands began to disappear the rosary beads 
seemed to hang unsupported in the air. There seemed some- 
thing like a cloud of smoke about the feet, and the girl was 
dressed in white drapery. There was a light of pink and blue 
about the head. When the body was slowly disappearing this 
cloud about the feet and the light about the head rolled up to- 
gether and disappeared through the ceiling as a ball of light. 

This was the experience of Mrs. Corbalis, who was called to 
the room by discovering that there was something happening 
there, and she had not been told what the others saw. She 
possibly overheard one of the others exclaim that Julia Murray 
was there, as the excitement was great. After her experience 
she went to get some holy water to sprinkle it in the room and 
as she went into the room where the body of the dead girl lay 
she saw a torch of light preceding her and it passed on into the 
room and disappeared over the corpse. Also when she was 
saying the rosary over after the vision she and one other girl saw 
beautiful lights in the room which appeared as if on fire. Only 
two out of the ten present saw these lights. 

I asked Mrs. Corbalis if she had ever before had such an 
experience and she said that she had not, but she spontaneously 
said that she liked to say her prayers in the dark and that always 
when she did so she saw lights precisely as described on this 
occasion. 

A Journal reporter told me that the best witness that he had 
interviewed was a young man who was more intelligent and 
under better mental control than the girls. His name was John 
Sullivan. I endeavored to see him, but he was at his work and 
I could not get access to him at the time. I learned from Mrs. 
Corbalis that he had actually affirmed that he saw the vision, but 
it was after it had disappeared as she described it. She does not 
think he saw it all, but freely and frankly says it was his imagina- 
tion, as the apparition had actually disappeared when he said he 
saw it. I think this quite as probable as any of the statements 
she made. 

I also saw the Murray family, mother and daughter, but they 
refused to talk or to allow me even to see the room in which the 
apparition took place. They had been so annoyed by what the 
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newspapers said that they would not say a word, except that the 
facts as narrated were true. I learned, too, that the priest had 
counselled them to say nothing. They are all Roman Catholics. 


I could not interview the McGowan girls, who were among the 
first to see the apparition, as they refuse to talk, nor could I 
see Katie Cain, as she lives in Brooklyn. She was the first person 
to see the vision of the dead girl. 


As I look at the case I imagine that it was an instance of 
collective hallucination due to suggestion and the mental condi- 
tion in which a lot of ignorant and religious young girls would 
most likely be in the presence of death. I tried to obtain definite 
evidence of this hypothesis, by finding out whether any of the. 
girls who saw the vision had seen their young friend die. For 
Julia Murray, the young girl who had died, died with a crucifix 
and rosary beads in her hands, endeavoring to hold them up. 
Mrs. Corbalis was not there at the end, and had not seen the 
girl since the Thursday before her death. Katie Cain was in 
Brooklyn when her cousin died and hence did not see anything 
that might have been reproduced in the apparition. She very 
probably had been told the fact and would have a vivid memory 
of it. But, though it would aid in giving probability to my con- 
jecture to have shown the identity between the position of 
the hands and rosary in the apparition and the memory of those 
who witnessed the girl’s death, yet it is not absolutely necessary 
to that supposition to show this connection, important as it 
might be. I can well imagine that Katie Cain may have had an 
after image of the picture of the Virgin in the room and that this 
quickly metamorphosed itself under suggestion and her mental 
state at the time into an image of Julia Murray, and then her own 
excitement and statements to others with their suggestive power 
might create the same vision for them. In a state of mental 
preoccupation on some subject and with my eyes turned toward 
a picture or object well defined in the background and at which 
[ was not consciously looking, | have often remarked, as I hap- 
pened to turn the eyes away, a clear after-image of the object 
whose image lay on the retina. It would disappear soon after 
my attention was aroused. But I suspect that, if any emotional 
excitement had existed in my mind at the time, affiliated with 
some supernatural manifestation, the after-image might have 
easily become transformed into some apparition. This is of 
course conjecture, but I find that the stories connected with this 
Yonkers case lend themselves to some such interpretation, espe- 
cially as the parties witnessing the phenomenon, however 
trustworthy we may regard them as to their experience, are not 
such persons as would likely observe or remember incidents that 
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we must know to prove any theory whatever regarding the ex- 
perience. They are of that type that cannot distinguish between 
their inferences and their sensations. Their preoccupation with 
some striking illusion might easily prevent their detection of 
some concomitant incident that would prove the experience some- 
thing very different from what it appears to be on the surface. 
The best and most that can ever be obtained in this case will be a 
narrative that cannot be probably explained on any hypothesis, 
but which is worthless for the lack of intelligent witnesses to 
make the story as complete as it must be even to be interesting. 


Yours as ever, 


J. H. HYSLOP. 


Statement of Katie Cain. 


Brooklyn, N. Y., April 5th, 1901. 
Julia Murray died Saturday afternoon, March 23d, and the 
apparition of her was seen somewhere about 3 o’clock the next 
morning, Sunday. The clocks had been stopped in the house 
and there was no way to determine the time accurately. | 
heard some one remark that it was about four. 


I was sitting alone by the bed and Rose McGowan was stand- 
ing at the door. In the next room and by the dead body of Julia, 
Murray was Mamie Murray. Between the two rooms was a 
hanging curtain which practically closed the one room from the 
other. I had been sitting by the bed for some time and was 
looking on the floor. No one had been talking and all had been 
perfectly quiet during the night. I was going to lie down on 
the bed, and while looking down on the floor I saw a light but 
was afraid to raise my eyes at first. The light was over the bed 
on the wall. It became brighter and brighter and thus drew my 
attention and I looked toward it finally. At first I could not dis- 
tinguish any features, but just a brilliant light. But when I saw 
it I could not take my eyes off it, and soon saw the features of 
Julia Murray as plain as in life. I exclaimed and knelt down in 
prayer. Julia Murray turned her head and smiled at me. Rose 
McGowan saw me and said call Mamie. I said, ‘‘ Come here 
Mamie.” But she was too frightened and did not come. She 
sat as if fixed by the body of her sister. I did not remark to 
Rose McGowan what I saw. She saw me in prayer and looking 
into the room also saw the apparition. She recognized it im- 
mediately. Rosie Kearns was sitting with Mamie Murray and 
I called her. Just as she came to the door she saw it, but put 
her hand over her eyes and would not look at it. I had told her 
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to look at it. Then Tessie McGowan heard us talking from the 
dining room and came in. Without being told what was there 
she saw and recognized the apparition at once. She called Miss 
Smith, who came in response and saw the vision and fainting 
fell into a chair. Three of the girls took her into the next room 
and brought some water in. I was left with Julia Murray and 
the vision myself. But I went to get Willie Murray, the brother 
of the dead girl and the vision began to fade, going up toward 
the ceiling. When I saw this I knelt down and said a prayer for 
her to stay. I then went out and took Willie by the arm and 
brought him in. He was frightened, but came in and stood by 
the bed and looked at the wall. I said nothing, but could still see 
the vision plainly. He looked at it and said: “Yes, that’s Julia.” 
He then went out to bring others in. I was left alone with the 
apparition again. When he went out Mamie Murray heard some 
one say that there was a shadow on the wall. She began to cry. 
As soon as she heard this and others reached the door the figure 
went up through the cailing. Julia Murray’s mother came in 
just as the apparition disappeared. I then went out and said the 
rosary in the dining room. 

There was only a bright light at first, and then I could see the 
head. The head was bowed, the hands crossed on the breast and 
the rosary beads hanging from them, the crucifix resting near 
the palms. There was a beautiful wreath of flowers on her head. 
Her skirt came from her neck and disappeared in clouds. Her 
hair was hanging around her shoulders in curls, and she appeared 
in profile. 

We did not talk the matter over at the time. Mamie wanted 
me to tell her what it was, but I would not. Miss Smith would 
not tell any one, but plead faintness when any one asked her 
about it. I never had such an experience before, but I have often 
wished that I could. 

No one fainted except Miss Smith. Mrs. Corbalis was one 
of the last to come in. We did not talk any more that night. 
Mamie Murray went to bed and slept until morning. When she 
got up Willie, her brother, told her and all the others about it. 


Mrs. Cain, the mother of Katie Cain, told me that she had 
come in just about the time of the occurrence and found all quiet 
as reported. 

I found Katie Cain had rather a cool and collected tempera- 
ment for a young girl of her age, I would say about seventeen. 
She narrated her story without a trace of excitement or interest 
other than if it were about a passing vehicle or an episode of no 
importance. She evidently took the affair as a very natural event 
and was not impressed with it as anything impossible or im- 
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probable. In fact her whole manner of telling the story com- 
ported exactly with the statements made about her watching the 
apparition and requesting it to stay. 


New York, April 13th, 1901. 

I had an interview today with another of the parties to the 
Yonker’s apparition, Miss Rosie Kearns, and the following is 
her account of her experience which I took down verbatim: 

“TI was sitting in the parlor with Mamie Murray. Katie 
Cain and Rose McGowan were in the bedroom. Mrs. Murray 
was asleep at the time, and this was somewhere about 4 o’clock 
in the morning. No lunch had been taken that night at the 
usual time for such lunches, namely, 12 o’clock. Mamie Murray 
remarked to me that it was awfully lonesome when her sister was 
gone. Just with that I heard a little noise in the bedroom. [| 
heard some one say, ‘call Mamie.’ One of them, Katie Cain or 
Rose McGowan, I cannot tell which, then said, ‘Rosie Kearns, 
come here.’ I started and when I came where the portiére curtains 
were and pushed them aside to go in I saw the apparition on 
the wall. It was nota shadow and I recognized Julia Murray at 
once. I exclaimed, ‘Glory be to God,’ and put my hand over my 
eyes. She had her hands crossed on her breast and her beads 
were hanging from her hands. I stood spellbound for a moment, 
and as quick as I could get my senses I looked again and saw 
the hands moving down into the position of prayer, while the 
apparition moved slowly across the wall. I went outside and 
told all the people to go in and see what was on the wall. I did 
not tell any one what it was. I simply said, ‘Go right in and see 
what is on the wall.’ Those on the outside thought some one 
had fainted. I then went back and saw it fading in toward the 
ceiling. 

“ The apparition was side-faced. The dress was a white robe, 
clouds were under her feet, her hair hung loose down her back 
as in life and there was a crown of leaves and flowers on her 
head. It was not a shadow, but looked solid. The light was 
white and looked immaculate. The appearance of the apparition 
was whiter than the wall. I saw no smile and she did not look 
at me. Miss Winnie McGowan did not see it. She was in bed. 
Julia Murray’s brother saw it. I told him to go in, but did not 
tell him what I saw. When he told those outside to go in he 
said, ‘Gentlemen, I wish you would come in and see my little 
sister on the wall. She looks as natural as life.’ 

“ Katie Cain saw her first, then Rose McGowan, myself next, 
then Tessie McGowan, Mrs. Corbalis followed her and then 
Willie Murray. 
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“I have met only one of the party since, Mrs. Corbalis, and 
have not talked about it to any one of them.” 
\ 
I also had a brief second interview with Mrs. Corbalis, and 
ascertainéd from her that she did not see the apparition at the 
first, but only toward the close. What she said about its appear- 
ance from behind the picture was what she heard others say. 
Miss Rosie Kearns said the same in response to my questions 
whether she saw it begin and where it began. Both also said 
that no one fainted except. Miss Nora Smith, and Miss Kearns 
seemed to think that it was not a real faint, but simply weakness. 
I endeavored to see John Sullivan, but could not find him at 
home. I also tried to see the McGowan sisters, but Tessie Mc- 
Gowan was not in, and Rose absolutely refused to be interviewed. 
I saw the Murrays, except the son, and had an opportunity to 
see the room in which all this took place, and the picture in its 
place behind which the apparition originated. I found that at the 
time the window shades were drawn and a thick white cloth 
hung over both of them in the room in which the body lay. The 
windows looked out over a street and deep vale where there were 
no houses. The window shades were cambric tinted linen and 
were quite heavy. The single window in the room where the 
apparition was seen looked out across a narrow space between 
the two flats and directly opposite this was a like window draped 
with lace curtains. The Murray window at the time of the 
occurrence was hung with a yellow window curtain like those in 
the parlor, and over this also hung lace curtains. There was no 
chance for any light to enter unless from a strong magic lantern. 
How likely this was can be imagined by any one who cares to 
think of the situation. 
JAMES H. HYSLOP: 


A letter addressed to Father Ling to see if I could induce him 
to favor probing the matter to the bottom brought the following 
reply. It is not dated, but the envelope is postmarked “Yonkers, 
N. Y., Apr. 5, 12:30 P. M., ’91.” 


St. Joseph’s Church, No. 141 Ashburton Ave., Yonkers, N. Y. 
Mr. J. H. Hyslop, 
Dear Sir: 

I received your request for an interview regarding the appari- 
tion. I would not like to disappoint you on account of the faculty 
of Philosophy which you represent and to save you the trouble 
of looking for me, as I am much away. First, I know no more 
about it than you do. I have read about it in the papers. My 
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idea is that apparitions are possible, but there must be a reason 
for them; not from mere assertions like these are we to deduce 
anything. Ina religious view we want a grave reason for such 
happenings: in the scientific it should not be lightly accepted 
that people were dreaming and simply frightened each other. 
The contrary notwithstanding I do not believe in it either religi- 
ously or scientifically. Yours sincerely, 


A. A. LING. 


PREMONITION. 


The incident below comes from the collection of Dr. 
Hodgson. It was reported to him by a man who was exceed- 
ingly careful in the collection of evidence and who reported 
several other cases of interest. ‘The incidents will have to 
determine their own merits.—Editor. 


Farnam and 20th Streets, Omaha, Aug. 23, 1898. 
Miss L. Edmunds, Am. Sec’y S. P. R. 


I enclose a typewritten copy of an article which appeared in 
the Chicago Inter Ocean of May 15, 1898, also the letter of Alice 
Johnston, who signed the article and to whom I wrote for in- 
formation. 

Mrs. Forsythe, who is named as the dreamer of the first 
described dream, is well known to me by reputation, being an 
intimate friend of a distant connection of mine. She is a lady 
of good position and education, being a sister of the famous 
Confederate “raider” John Morgan. I called upon Mrs. For- 
sythe and met her and one of her daughters. They fully con- 
firmed the printed account of the dream, varying only in unim- 
portant details and in the fact that Mrs. Forsythe did not under- 
take to give the exact words used by “the clerk” either in the 
dream or in the real occurrence, but believed that they were the 
same in substance if not identical in the dream and the reality. 
Mrs. Forsythe expressed her perfect willingness to sign a written 
statement and also a desire to have a copy of the article in the 
Inter Ocean. I accordingly wrote out a statement for her to 
sign with a confirmatory note for her daughters and sent it to her 
with the printed article, having it typewritten for your use as I 
was unable to procure another copy of the Inter Ocean. After 
waiting more than a month for the statement, I called again on 
Mrs. Forsythe. She was dressing to go out, but shouted down 
the stairwell in real Kentucky fashion her apologies for not 
signing the statement. She had been very busy on account of 
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the marriage of one of her daughters and promised to sign and 
mail the account immediately. As she had not done so when I 
left home I forwarded the Inter Ocean account and will follow 


up Mrs. Forsythe when I get home. 
* * K 3K * 


* * 


* * * * 
MARSHALL WAIT, 


5144 Madison Avenue, Chicago. 
Hyde Park Station. 


Told in Our Dreams. 


Forewarning of the Ayer Fire Given to Two People. 
[Chicago Inter Ocean, May 15, 1898.] 
*K K 2K %K *K *K * K 

At least two persons in Chicago dreamed of the burning of 
the Ayer Building the night before the fire occurred. A young 
man clerking for a firm in the Ayer Building rented a room from 
a family residing on Lincoln Park Boulevard. The clerk came 
and went with little notice from the family and sometimes they 
would not see him for days at a time. The night before the 
fire, however, Mrs. — , the landlady dreamed that the family 
was distressed because the young man had not come home in 
the evening. It seemed that everybody manifested the utmost 
concern, and that they sent out several messengers in search of 
him. At last, in her dream, the door of the sitting room seemed 
to open and the face of the clerk appeared. He was so black 
with soot and smoke as to be almost unrecognizable, and his 
hair and mustache were singed. 

“T stayed at the fire,” he said, “I barely got out alive, and 
afterward it seemed I could not come away from the place.” 

The next day the Ayer Building was burned and the clerk 
only just got out alive. The family feared that he had been 
killed, but late at night he appeared, saying that he had stayed 
at the ruins, hoping to be of assistance in identifying his com- 
rades, and also added that the spot seemed to have a fascination 
for him. 





* * * * * * * * * 


The Inter Ocean. 
Chicago, May 22, 1898. 
Mr. Marshall Wait, Chicago. 
Dear Sir: 
The woman’s dream of the Ayer’s fire, referred to in Sunday’s 
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article, was told me by a friend who said it was told to her by 
Mrs. A. P. Hill-Forsythe, who dreamed the dream. Mrs. For- 
sythe is the widow of the Confederate General Hill and lives at 
No. 101 Lincoln Park Boulevard. I wrote the story as it was 
told me and have no reason to doubt it. 

1K aK K *K ok * *K * * 


Yours respectfully, 
ALICE JOHNSTON. 


5144 Madison Ave., Chicago, Nov. 9, 1898. 


Dr. R. Hodgson: 

Dear Sir: After much tribulation I am at last able to send 
you an account of Mrs. Forsythe’s dream signed by herself and 
the daughter, who is now at home. I have ‘had to call on Mrs. 
Forsy the repeatedly and have written out the account twice. 

*K *k *K k 

I have left the date of the fire blank as I have not ae a 
memorandum of it and you can fill it in from my former letter 
if that is preserved. If not I will obtain the date again from the 
Fire Department. Mr. Dunlop and his friend were not told of 
the dream, so I have made no attempt to trace them. Another of 
Mrs. Forsythe’s daughters was told of the dream before its ful- 
filment and I suppose you will want her signature also. She is 
at present away from home and will return about the 25th of this 
month. Her address is Miss Kate Forsythe, No. 79 10th St., 
Covington, Ky. You may address her directly or send me a 
typewritten copy to be presented to her for signature after her 
return as you choose. 

Miss L Hill has been much annoyed by the newspaper 
notoriety that she has acquired on account of the proposal to 
adopt her as the “ Daughter of the Confederacy” vice Miss 
Minnie Davis deceased and she stipulates that if the account is 
published her signature shall be printed as she has written it, 
“T,. Hill” and that nothing shall be said which will further 
identify her. Yours truly, 

MARSHALL WAIT. 





101 Lincoln Park Boulevard, Chicago, Oct. 15, 1898. 
At the time of the burning of the Ayer Building in this city, 
which occurred on March 16, 1898, a young man named Dunlop, 
who was employed in the Ayer Building, occupied a room in my 
house. Mr. Dunlop had a latch key and his coming and going 
was a matter of no interest to me or my family. The night before 
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the fire I dreamed that we were all very much worried and 
excited because Mr. Dunlop had not come home. Afterwards, in 
my dream, he parted the portiéres of my sitting room and putting 
in his head all smoky and begrimed, behind which I could see 
the glare of fire, made some remark about not being able to’ tear 
himself away from the scene of the fire. The precise words 
which he used I do not remember. 


The next day when we heard of the burning of the Ayer 
Building the scenes of my dream were repeated. We were 
naturally somewhat worried about Mr. Dunlop as we heard 
that there had been loss of life. Later, a young man from Mil- 
waukee who had been sharing Mr. Dunlop’s room, came to 
enquire for him and hearing that he had not come home ex- 
pressed the fear that he was lost, as the last seen of him he was 
entering the burning building, which of course caused us great 
distress. Afterwards Mr. Dunlop came in and parting the por- 
tiéres of my sitting room put in his head very much begrimed, 
just as he had done in my dream, and made some remark, which 
I cannot precisely repeat, but which I believed at-the time to be 
identical in purport if not in words with the remark he made in 
the dream. 


I related my dream to my daughters before its fulfilment, 
including the details of Mr. Dunlop’s putting his head in at the 
door and the remark that he made. 


My daughters sign this account in confirmation of this fact. 


L. HILL, 
MRS. FORSYTHE. 


ANOTHER EXPERIMENT FOR TELEPATHY. 


December 3d, 1912. 

In accordance with a previous agreement I met a gentleman 
this evening who had had some experience with thought trans- 
ference. He is at the head of a sailor’s home and says that 
he discovered this power some four years ago and, together 
with an assistant living with _ him, has entertained the 
sailors and others with the phenomena. to which he is subject. 
He is a religious man of the evangelistic type, interested. in his 
religion and presenting all the characteristics of an earnest and 
truthful man. fle is not a cultured person, as that term goes 
with the educated classes, but has the natural instincts of a 
gentleman. It was the same with his friend who came with him. 
This friend has become interested in psychic researeh and feels 
its importance sufficiently to take up the reading of Professor 
James’ Psychology. 
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The man’s method is as follows: He leaves the room and 
you may hide some object where you please. He is then called 
in and the first thing he does is to have you hold his hands and 
think intently of the thing to be done. He bends his head down- 
ward and close to you and waits for an impression. When he 
thinks he has it he releases hold of your hands, blindfolds him- 
self, puts a wand in your hand which you hold with one hand 
and he then leads the way, usually with great rapidity, to the 
place where the article is hidden and gets it and then does 
with it what the agent intends. The muscle reading which would 
be suspected in this is not apparent when you take account of 
the promptness with which a complex series of acts is per- 
formed. Besides he will often tell what you are thinking of, say 
a color, an article or place, without holding the wand, tho holding 
your hands, and does ‘this successfully without hesitation or 
guessing, so that muscle reading is not possible in such instances, 
and hence not necessary as an explanation. The following were 
some of the experiments performed: . 

The man left the room and went into another some forty feet 
distant. We concealed a tin box behind a bust of Dante near the 
corner of the room. When we called him he came in, held the 
hands of the friend with him until he was sure he had the idea, 
then blindfolded himself, and gave the wand to the assistant who 
held it in one hand; the man held the other end in his hand, and 
went straight to the bust and after fumbling about for half a 
minute got the box. We then concealed a hair pin in a bronze 
or iron eagle, with the desire that he should find it and take it to 
the hostess of the house. He performed the act with remarkable 
promptness as before, his assistant being the agent as before. 
There was no hesitation whatever in the act when he once 
started. Muscle reading should have involved testing alterna- 
tives like guessing, but there was none of this. After holding 
the agent’s hands a minute or so he went through the proper 
actions with a promptness that would make one feel holding the 
wand was unnecessary. 

In the next experiment I was the agent. A little metal helmet 
was placed in the hollow of a brass candlestick on the mantel, 
with the intention that he should take it out and put it in the 
other like candlestick at the other end of the mantel. The same 
process was followed as before, except that I, instead of the 
assistant, was the agent. I resolved to let my hand remain 
passive with the wand and did so, giving as much attention to 
the way I held the wand as to the thing to be done. He went 
very promptly to the right candlestick, and fumbled about the 
top a few times, put his finger into it and must have touched the 
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helmet there and then hesitated, but returned to it and turned 
the candlestick upside down. But the helmet did not drop out. 
He then gave up, thinking that I had been thinking of the clock. 
The fact was that the other candlestick was on the other side 
of the clock and the mind in thinking of the next thing to do 
would have to pass the clock. After he gave up he told us that 
he got the thought that he was to turn it upside down. We 
then told him that he had rightly found the candlestick, but we 
wanted him to finish the act. He went at it again, I holding the 
wand as before. He soon turned the candlestick upside down and 
had to do it a second time to get the helmet out, when he picked 
it up and took it to the hostess, which was wrong. 

Muscle reading might have directed him to the place and 
object, but I had managed to let my hand remain passive on the 
wand, scarcely gripping it at all save to prevent its falling. But 
the act of getting the helmet was certainly not directed by muscle 
reading, tho it might be attributable to guessing. 

He then held my hand and tried to give the color of which 
I was thinking. He succeeded in the first experiment in naming 
Blue, but said Red in the second experiment when I thought of 
Violet. He tried to name a card of which I was to think and 
named Clubs before I had time to fix on a card. I thought of 
an apple and he named an orange, but he knew that I was to 
think of a fruit. When I thought of an animal, having a pig in 
mind, he named a dog. 

Then the host’s son held his hands and the man named a 
church of which the boy said he was thinking, after the man 
mentioned the church. To test this matter more securely, assum- 
ing that the boy’s mind may have been influenced by the man’s 
statement, we asked that the boy write down out of the man’s 
sight what he intended to think of. He did so and wrote Bottle, 
Fish and Cat. I put the paper with face down on the table some 
eight feet distant fr nm the man and under my immediate super- 
vision. In a few ..oments, holding the boy’s hand he referred 
first to a ship and then to the sea and then a battleship, and 
then the battleship New Jersey. The boy said he was thinking of 
a fish in the sea and then thought of Nebraska when the man 
said he was thinking of the battleship New Jersey; then he told 
his assistant to say what he thought and the assistant said 
Nebraska. Neither of them could tell what the boy was thinking 
of without collusion with the boy. 

We then tried automatic writing and the man started to write, 
but inhibited it because he said he wanted to write “ Me” which 
he said was spelled “ Mei.” This was the name which the con- 
trol of the boy gave in his earlier experiences. Further effort at 
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writing resulted only in the letter M written three times appar- 
ently, or lines which may be scrawls. 

We then tried telepathy again, the man holding the boy’s 
hands again. The man said he was thinking of the trees in the 
avenue, naming the avenue. This the boy said was correct. It 
was done so promptly that there was no chance for muscle 
reading and nothing to work on for this as well as no guessing 
in the mention of the trees and avenue. We may object that*the 
boy’s mind was controlled by the thought of the man after it was 
mentioned, but muscle reading and guessing were excluded. 

We then tried hiding an apple in a box and both of them in a 
little closet or manuscript holder on its bottom shelf, with the 
intention that it should be found and put on the floor under the 
table at the other side of the room. The man was called in and 
proceeded as before with the boy as his assistant. He went 
promptly to the closet, fumbled about its top a minute or so, 
opened it, felt the shelves, went to the bottom shelf and took 
out the box, opened it, took out the apple and replaced it in the 
box, went immediately to the table at the other side of the room 
and put the box on the table instead of under it. Muscle reading 
and guessing can be applied to a part of the acts, but it did not 
seem to me at the time that they would explain all of them. 
There was too much promptness in the direction and in some 
of the actions to support this view. 

We then turned down the lights and tried for trance phe- 
nomena. The host suggested a trance to the man and evidently 
he soon went into one. He mentioned several things not worth 
recording, as they were probably dream events. One was an 
apparent prediction of the death of President-elect Wilson which 
he finally corrected as the death and funeral of a dog. In the 
meantime the boy went into a trance and purported to give some 
messages. In the course of this condition a curious connection 
seemed to occur between the man’s and the boy’s minds. The 
man made a reference to Mr. Roosevelt. Later on the boy got 
the letters F T B P R and a little later corrected them to S T B P 
R and when asked to interpret them said that this was all he 
knew. The man exclaimed at this point: “A prophecy.” | 
held the boy’s finger and he resented it. Finally when the host 
lighted a match to light his pipe the man apparently awakened 
and said he had been asleep. A little later the boy awakened 
and said he had been asleep and I tested him to find that he had 
complete amnesia of what had occurred, not knowing I had 
touched him. When asked what S T B P R might mean he said: 
“Soon to be President Roosevelt.” The man exclaimed that it 
was: “Sure to be President Roosevelt,” an answer to his letter 
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which he had sent to him to address the sailors, and he was yet 
to hear from Mr. Roosevelt. The man professed to have been 
wholly ignorant of what the boy had said and done, tho we 
thought he had been awake ever since saying that he had been 
asleep. Apparently he had returned to self-consciousness with- 
out sensibility. But there was some sort of connection between 
his mind and the boy’s, even tho we cannot be sure it was super- 
normal. 

There was one interesting experiment in telepathy. As the 
man had failed to get the words Bottle, Fish and Cat, tho 
knowing that Fish had been one of the words thought of by the 
boy, having been told the possible meaning of his reference to 
the sea, I resolved on further trial with the two remaining words. 
It was after the trance experiments were over. I asked him to 
hold my hand and to try to get the remaining two words. The 
paper containing them had been put in my pocket purposely. I 
held the man’s hands, and thought first of Bottle. He almost 
immediately got the letter B. I did not acknowledge it and he 
went on trying a number of words beginning with B, such as 
Beware, Become, Bachelor, Basket, etc. I then told him that 
they were wrong and Bottle the correct word. He tried for the 
second word and hardly had I seized his hands when he said he 
got “ Catchup ” and spelled it “Cat sup.” I laughed and said it 
was capital, but that it was not right. He then further explained 
now the word came as “ Cat sup ” but that he called it “ Catchup.” 
I then told him the word was Cat. 

After this the man tried some hypnotic experiments on the 
boy, succeeding in making him do as he pleased, forgetting his 
name or being unable to utter it, falling forward or backward as 
suggested, inability to open his eyes, or to draw in his tongue. 
He was not able to produce this effect on me or others of the 
household. 

I learned from the man that he had an interesting experience 
under ether. He had become engaged to a girl who insisted that 
he should become a Catholic if he was to marry her. He prepared 
for Confirmation and was about to join the church when he had 
to undergo a slight operation. Under ether he saw his deceased 
mother and she showed him a vision of Christ and told him he 
must not marry this girl. He went to the priest and told him 
he would have to give up the girl and she was told that he would 
not become a Catholic and the marriage was broken off. 

The chief interest in these phenomena is the fact that, if I 
had reported only the real or alleged thought transference, we 
should have no clue to.the probable explanation. But the mo- 
ment that we interrogate the man we find that ke has had the 
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orthodox experience under ether, is an excellent nnatie: does 
something like inspirational. speaking, could do automatic writ- 
ing with a little practice, feels the persence of his mother who 
is dead and shows many of the signs of a medium. His telepathy, 
real or apparent, is associated with all these and must find its 
explanation in their explanation. 

here were no adequate experiments to prove that muscle 
reading did not enter into some of the phenomena. I was there 
only to see what the man was in the habit of doing. It is easy 
to assume that there was collusion between him and his friend 
and the men are aware of that suspicion. But the experiments 
with the boy and with me preclude collusion of that kind, unless 
we can be accused of it ; and some of the phenomena, if not chance 
coincidence, were not explicable by muscle reading. None of 
them would prove telepathy scientifically or objectively and I do 
not care to urge that interpretation of them. But I do call atten- 
tion to the connection between the various types of phenomena 
manifested by the man, a fact which will have to be taken into 
account in explaining any one of them. 


JAMES H. HYSLOP. 
MISCELLANEOUS EXPERIENCES. 


The following incidents lack such corroboration as they 
might need, but they come from a source that justifies record- 
ing them. The finding of the harrow tooth might be traceable 
to subliminal memory of some unnoticed accident. This view, 
however, is about as hard to believe as any other explana- 


Editor. 





Morristown, Tenn., October 21, 1905. 
Prof. J. H. Hyslop, Columbia University, N. Y. 

Dear Sir: I have been reading with much interest your 
articles on Psychic Phenomena and while many of the strange 
occurrences related can be perhaps explained by what is called 
telepathy, some seem to defy any explanation. I think you will 
be interested in the following which while not possessing the 
merit of those investigated by the society, is quite inexplicable. 
It was told me by my father, who was familiar with the facts. 
Many years ago there lived in Knox County, Tenn., a prosperous 
farmer by name of Parker. At the time of the occurrence he 
was middle-aged, having grown sons. It was before the days of 
grain drills, and wheat was sown by hand and put in with a 
harrow. Mr. Parker had sown a 20-acre field and one of his sons 
drove the team with the harrow, which was a new one with iron 
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teeth. When his son had finished the field Mr. Parker noted that 
a tooth was lost out of his harrow. His son had not discovered 
the fact, and of course had no idea when or where the tooth was 
lost. Mr. Parker started to look for it, but after following the 
course of the harrow for some time, decided it was no doubt 
covered with the loose soil and gave up the search. During the 
following night his wife awoke to find him dressing. After 
speaking to him several times, and getting no reply, she woke 
the boys who found their father was in a somnambulistic state 
from which he could not be wakened. As he left the house they 
decided to follow him, when he went a straight course to the 
wheat field some quarter of a mile, and when near the center, he 
suddenly stopped, removed the dirt with his foot, and picked up 
his harrow tooth. It had been entirely covered up. Returning 
to the house without speaking he raised the massive stone step 
at the door with one hand and placed the tooth under it, entered 
the house and again retired. In the morning his sons spoke of 
the events of the night, to find him wholly unconscious of the 
matter, and he refused to believe he had made the trip. When 
told where, he had hidden the harrow tooth, he was convinced 
only by seeing the stone raised and finding it there. This time, 
however, instead of easily raising it with one hand, it took the 
utmost efforts of three men to raise it. 

Now telepathy won’t answer in this case, as no one knew 
where the tooth was, and yet Mr. Parker didn’t hesitate an 
instant, but walked directly to the spot. What occult knowledge 
conveyed the information to him? Was it made known by a 
spirit? or is what is called “ subconsciousness ” omniscient? I 
have never seen any explanation which fully met this case. 

Asking [pardon] for trespassing upon your time, I am very 
truly, 

M. J. B. ROBERTS. 

This was written some time ago, but by an oversight was 
not mailed. 


Morristown, Tenn., Oct. 31st, 1905. 
Prof. Jas. H. Hyslop, LL. D., New York: 

Dear Sir: Yours to hand. I thank you for your interest. I 
can answer one of your questions. My father told me that Mr. 
Parker’s sons followed him to the field and saw him uncover the 
harrow tooth. When he left the house they were uncertain as 
to his possible course, and followed for his protection if necessary. 

As to the second, I will take the matter up and endeavor to 
have it verified if possible. 

I can add one to your stock of ghost stories if your time is 
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not too much occupied already. This I have from first hands, 
being a part of it myself, and while it is not so startling as some, 
it made a believer in the supernatural, of a gentleman noted for 
skepticism on that subject. 

About 35 years ago there lived in Knox County, Tenn., a 
family I will call Machlin. It consisted of Mr. M., his wife and 
two little girls about seven and nine years of age. Mr. M. was 
a very coarse, brutal man, while his wife was the opposite. 
Rumor said they did not live happily, and that Mr. M. whipped 
his wife. One morning one of the children ran to a neighbor’s 
with the report that the chimney had fallen on her mother and 
killed her. The arch of the kitchen fire place which was made 
of large stones had fallen down and Mrs. M. lay some eight or 
ten feet away, dead. Mr. M. had been seen leaving the house a 
short while before. My father at once decided that a murder had 
been committed, but for want of positive proof Mr. M. was not 
indicted. A few weeks after Mr. M. married a handsome but 
coarse girl who lived in an adjoining neighborhood. 

Soon after this the oldest child started to school. Her home 
was on top of a ridge, some 400 or 500 yards from.the cleared 
land in the valley. One morning it was quite cold and frosty, 
and the little girl was in her bare feet and thinly clothed. Her 
teacher asked her if she did not get cold on the way. She replied 
that her mother put a shawl around her and walked down the 
ridge with her. She was a very bright little girl, and on being 
questioned said it was her real mother, that “ papa’s wife ” didn’t 
care for her, but her own mother met her at the top of the 
ridge, put a shawl around her and some mornings carried her 
down the ridge leaving her at the foot. She didn’t seem to think 
there was anything strange in it and told it in a very artless 
way. On being asked if she didn’t know her mother was dead, 
she replied that she thought so once, but had often seen her since. 
No one in the neighborhood had nerve enough to test the matter 
personally, but she soon got some more clothing and not long 
after went to her grandmother’s to live. 

During the following winter my uncle, who was somewhat 
gifted musically, asked me to go with him one night to a neigh- 
boring house to have some music. Our way lay past Mr. M.’s. 
Before reaching his house my uncle said we would stop and 
take Mr. M. and his wife with us. When we reached the house, 
which stood perhaps 30 feet from the road, it was brilliantly 
lighted, and from the noise the family were at supper. We saw 
no one, but my uncle said they evidently had company and were 
at supper, so we would not stop for them. Soon after we passed 
the gate we heard quite a crash which sounded as though a 
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number of dishes had fallen on the floor. My uncle remarked 
that Mrs. M. had broken some of her dishes. We soon reached 
the place to which we were going and were surprised to find 
Mr. M. and his wife there. My uncle asked them whom they 
had left in charge. They said no one. My uncle then told them 
what we had heard and suggested that he investigate. He re- 
fused however to go, not even when several agreed to accompany 
him. ‘Three or four young men, however, armed themselves and 
made an examination. They found the doors all locked, no fires 
or light of any kind (Mr. M. and his wife had been away all day), 
no broken dishes or anything disturbed. They returned and 
reported, but neither Mr. M. nor his wife would go home that 
night, nor the next day, which was Sunday. On Monday Mrs. M. 
insisted on going to her father’s, where she remained till Mr. M. 
could secure another house and move their household goods. 
He would never enter the house after dark or alone, and soon 
after left the neighborhood. 

My uncle, who had always before ridiculed every suggestion 
of “ ghosts,” told me afterward that he was fully convinced that 
the lights and sounds were supernatural, and Mr. M. and his 
wife evidently thought so, too. The last I heard of the house it 
had fallen to decay. 

Trusting this long recital has not been too wearisome, I am 

Very truly, 
M. J. B. ROBERTS. 


Morristown, Tenn., January 23, 1906. 
Prof. James H. Hyslop, New York. 

Dear Sir: I have purposely delayed writing to you in order 
to verify some of my former statements. I am sorry to say, 
however, that I have had but indifferent success. My mother, 
however, confirms my story in regard to Mr. Parker, whose name 
was “ Wilson” instead of “Joel” (they were brothers). She 
says my father at the time was a young man and with my uncle 
was working for Mr. Parker. She has often heard my father tell 
the story. And this could be confirmed by my uncle, but he is 
now 83 or 84 years old and for the last three or four years his 
mental condition is such that he can give no intelligent account 
of any past event. He is the one who was with me the night we 
saw the “ ghost ” I wrote you about, and so cannot confirm that. 

Mr. Parker’s children are all dead, and while he has two 
grand-children in Knoxville, they can give no details of the matter. 

I have also tried to get the address of the little girl who had 
such an interesting place in the second story, but as these things 
happened about 35 years ago it is difficult. Married and moved 
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away is about all I can get. Having left that part of the state 
soon after the affair occurred I lost sight of the people. 


The family say, however, that he [my uncle] remembers 
scarcely anything of the past. I intend making him a visit this 
summer, and will remind him of the event, and see if he can 
recall it. He spoke to me several times about it afterward, saying 
it was the only thing he had ever met with which he could not 
account for. 

sut there is another phase of the “ occult ” which always in- 
terested me more than those before mentioned. Perhaps “ intui- 
tion ” is the best name for it. A chapter from my own experience 
may explain it. One rainy day in Knoxville, Tenn., I was hurry- 
ing to catch a train, when I came to where an additional storey 
was being put on a business house. A pile of brick was on one 
side of pavement and lumber on the other, leaving a three-foot 
space between for a passage way. Just as I entered the narrow 
passage way, something said quite distinctly, “ Go around that.” 
It had been raining hard and no one was approaching from the 
opposite. 3ut I decided not to argue the matter, and stepped off 
into the street. Before I had taken a second step a heavy piece 
of iron fell from the top of the building directly in the passage. 
My escape was so startling it made a lasting impression. 

A few years since while going to my room from business 
late at night, I followed the route I had gone a thousand times. 
It was some 300 yards from the depot, and I had taken but a few 
steps beyond the depot when the warning came quite distinctly, 
“better go another road tonight.” I stopped and walked back 
slowly toward the depot. But decided it was the result of 
nervousness and foolish to heed, so turned again and determined 
to go that way home. I had gone about 100 yards further when 
“stop ” sounded as plain as if spoken. Then I stopped, turned 
back and went a quarter of a mile out of the way. While I never 
knew what was before me that night, I am sure I escaped 
something. ‘Two or three times since I have had similar experi- 
ences, and while I believe I have not before related them, not 
feeling sure how such things would strike the public, I have 
always regarded such intuitions as coming from superior or 
supernatural intelligences, and that if one could cultivate a little 
more receptivity along that line, he might escape many mis- 
fortunes. Science may call it foolishness, but I shall hold myself 
ready to hear. 


Again thanking you for your interest, I am very truly, 
J. ROBERTS 
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Morristown, Tenn., Feb. 2 26, 1906. 
Prof. James H. Hyslop, New York. 


Dear Sir: Your valued letter of 3d reached me promptly, but 
the serious illness of two of my children took my attention and 
caused my reply to be delayed. 

I will answer your last questions first. In regard to the 
occurrence in Knoxville, Tenn., I know of no one who could have 
spoken to me at the time. It had been raining hard and as far 
as I know no workmen were on the building. The rain had not 
entirely ceased and I was carrying an umbrella and hurrying to 
catch a train. The noise by the piece striking the pavement was 
the first I knew of its falling. And I remember several people 
coming out of the store and looking up to see where it came from. 

As to telling it, I told quite a number of people when I came 
home, to have various explanations made. With one man I 
discussed it quite fully,—Mr. J. N. Latspeich, of this place. Mr. 
Latspeich is an ex-minister of the M. E. Church South, and a 
man of unusual ability, but since his trouble with his church he 
has gradually become somewhat skeptical along orthodox lines, 
somewhat Ingersollian. Mr. L. said it was purely a case of 
chance, that it could not be providential since hundreds of similar 
cases received no warning and went on to their destruction— 
which would charge providence with partiality. We have dis- 
cussed the matter a number of times. 

I also told soon after Mr. J. E. Schoolfield, of Virginia, a very 
prominent Jay Evangelist of the M. E. Church South,—and we 
discussed it in all its phases. Mr. S. expressed very decided 
views as to the source of such “ premonitions ” and agreed with 
me fully. Mr. Schoolfield died some four or five years ago. 
You may possibly have heard of him. 

In discussing it with Mr. Latspeich he referred to a similar 
occurrence a few years ago at Moorsburg, Tenn. There is a fine 
mineral spring there and many families go there during the 
summer. On a hillside near the hotel are some large trees and 
an immense swing had been put up. It was made with two 
slender poles instead of the usual ropes and these were fastened 
to cross arms at top. It was made large to accommodate several 
at one time. On this particular day some six or eight children 
were swinging, the natural slope of ground giving them a wide 
sweep. While swinging the dinner bell rang. The swing was 
stopped and the children went to dinner. A few minutes after 
leaving it the swing fell of its own accord! An examination dis- 
closed the fact that the fastening at the top was decayed, having 
been in use two or three years. I asked Mr. L. how it happened 
that the swing fell with no one touching it and did not fall a few 
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moments earlier with six or eight children on it? He said merely 
chance, it happened not to be ready earlier. What if the children 
had remained in it, it would no doubt have fallen exactly when it 
did. Of course I could not subscribe to such views. I believe 
such cases are direct interpositions of a protecting personality we 
call providence. 

Rev. Geo. R. Stuart (co-laborer of Rev. Sam Jones) had long 
wanted to take a trip to the Holy Land, but [was] not financially 
able. Six or seven years ago some of his wealthy friends knowing 
his desire, made up a congenial party including three other gentle- 
men, and presented George with the entire expense of his trip. 
On the evening before leaving for New York to take the steamer, 
his mother from some sudden change of mind refused to consent 
to his leaving and although 35 years old, out of deference to her 
wishes, gave up the desire of his life and saw his friends depart. 
Six hours afterwards the train was wrecked near Danville, Va., 
and his three friends were killed. Mr. Stuart’s address is Cleve- 
land, Tenn., and I don’t doubt he will gladly confirm this story. 
I have no doubt there are thousands of similar cases. 

With respect, | am yours truly, 


M. J. B. ROBERTS. 
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BOOK REVIEWS. 


Spiritual Healing: Report of a Clerical and Medical Committee of 
Inquiry into Spiritual Faith and Mental Healing. Published by 
The Macmillan Company, 1914. 


The English Church and the medical profession appointed a 
committee to look into the claims of “ Spiritual and Mental Heal- 
ing” and this committee has reported in this little volume of 
56 pages the results of their inquiries. The committee consisted 
of some of the ablest clergymen and physicians in England, 
whom it is not necessary to name in a review. The questions 
sent out by the committee were as follows: 

1. What do you understand by “ Spiritual Healing?” 

2. Do you make any distinction between “ Spiritual” heal- 
ing and “ Mental” healing? 

3. Do you connect the “ Spiritual” healing of the present 
day with the Gifts of Healing in the Apostolic Church? 

4. Do you regard moral excellence in either the healer or the 
healed as an essential condition for “ Spiritual” healing? 

5. Do you consider that religious faith on the part of the 
sick person is essential to healing by “ Spiritual” means? 

6. Have you personal knowledge of any cases where any 
organic disease has been healed by “ Spiritual” or “ Mental ” 
influences alone? 

7. Do you consider that “ Spiritual ” healing should be exer- 
cised apart from both medical diagnosis and supervision? 

The report then summarizes the answers to these questions, 
and the committee gives its conclusions. The main point is the 
limitation, in so far as the evidence goes, of the healing to 
functional disorders as distinct from organic, tho no clear dis- 
tinction can be drawn between the two classes at any given 
point. Further problems have still to be examined. 

There is no clear definition of what is meant by “ Spiritual ” 
and “ Mental” healing. This is really the crux of the whole 
problem. The committee talks about “suggestion” as if that 
indicated the process when as a fact that term only names a 
mystery and does not explicate it. The term “spiritual” in 
connection with healing has two very distinct meanings, really 
diametrically opposite to each other. One means subjective 
action of the patient’s mind; the other means the influence of 
discarnate spirits. The Report makes no allusion to the latter 
question, tho it refers to “Gifts of Healing in the Apostolic 
Church,” with capitals, as if traditional points of view had a 
special value which the same phenomena in the present did not 
have. Besides the committee did not see that “ Gifts of Heal- 
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ing” in antiquity assumed an external power on the part of the 
Savior and Apostles, while the modern “ healing” makes no such 
supposition, rather the opposite; namely, that the healing is a 
subjective process, “ suggestion ” on the part of the patient, the 
operator having no important part in it. It is impossible to 
identify the present and the Christian “ spiritual ” healing with- 
out either importing into the modern the ancient idea of external 
power or altering the ancient idea into our modern subjective 
idea. In either case there is no connection except such as we 
choose to make. The ancient Christian view was undoubtedly 
that of external agents and of discarnate spirits at that. If you 
yield that and describe it “as suggestion” you are deviating 
from the ancient idea. The committee needs to investigate a 
subject which it has not faced and it will come nearer to the 
primitive Christian idea than it has done when it has investi- 
gated. But it is an advantage to have such a committee use the 
phrase “ spiritual” healing, because it will be easier to get a 
hearing for the real facts when they are recognized. It is 
curious to observe that the committee is absolutely ignorant of 
what primitive “spiritual” healing was. 


Adventures in the Psychical. By H. Addington Bruce. Little, 
Brown and Company, Boston, 1914. 

This is another work by the author whom we have reviewed 
before. It is a summary of facts in connection with various 
types of the supernormal and some abnormal. ‘The important 
chapters are “ Ghosts and Their Meaning,” “ Why I Believe in 
Telepathy,” “Clairvoyance and Crystal Gazing,” “ Automatic 
Speaking and Writing,” “ Poltergeists and Mediums,” followed 
by several chapters on abnormal phenomena. 

The book is well written and the facts well summarized. 
There is much less theoretical explanation than this author 
usually indulges and that makes the work more important. 
Readers will find interesting facts not mentioned before oytside 
of scientific publications. 

The first chapter on “ Ghosts and their Meaning ” the author 
has evidently not caught the real possibility in the phenomena 
narrated. He is so obsessed with the idea that a ghost if it 
exists must be something else than a phantasm that he resorts 
to telepathy to explain such phenomena. That he should accept 
telepathy with the experiences of Miss Lamont and Miss Mor- 
rison in “ The Adventure” is so absurd that one wonders why he. 
did not smile when he wrote it. Ghosts may be telepathic 
phantasms produced by the dead. If you believe so much in 


telepathy between the living, the selective character of the 
phenomena might prove that the dead were doing it rather than 
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the living, especially that telepathy seems utterly unable to do 
anything but reproduce what the dead would do. There is no 
use in assuming that ghosts must be real as they appear. We 
can as easily suppose that their appearance is mental, tho 
objectively stimulated, as to assume that the situation is pre- 
cisely this between the living. The question you have to solve 
is not the reality of ghosts, but the source of the phantasm, and 
this perpetual limitation of telepathic phenomena to what the 
dead would do and its almost total inability to do anything 
synthetic with memories that represent only the living is a fact 
that these credulous people about telepathy might reflect on a 
little. Of course it is still too respectable to believe in miracles 
of this kind rather than in simple unmiraculous facts like spirit 
communications or effects, perhaps wholly unconscious on their 
part at times. The author had better let explanation alone than 
to talk telepathy without working that fool hypothesis out in 
detail. 

The talk about “ A Larger Self” is also not well founded. 
What we find is split personalities belonging to a very limited 
self and the fact of amnesia does not justify talk about “ larger 
selves.” 


Religion and Life. By Elwood Worcester, Rector of Immanuel 
Church, Boston. Harper and Brothers, New York, 1914. 


This volume is for the religious mind rather than for the 
scientific one, using “religious” here to denote the reverential 
type of mind accepting Christianity. No touch of the work 
identified with the Emmanuel Movement will be found in the 
book. It is devoted almost exclusively to the pieties rather than 
to the dogmas of religion and will find its service there. It starts 
out with Christianity and the Social Question, and therein shows 
the sure touch which the future Christian must appreciate to 
defend his religion. What form it takes makes no difference at 
present. The rest of the volume is devoted almost wholly to the 
problems of the religious mind, and those problems that affect 
its attitude of heart rather than that of philosophical systems. 
It does not eschew the affairs of the head, but recognizes them 
as after all at the basis of those of the heart, but it takes the 
position that the fundamental things of the head must be de- 
termined by science. 

The only interest for psychic research in the volume is in the 
chapter on “ The Resurrection of Jesus,” in which the author 
admits candidly the precariousness of traditional beliefs about 
that event, and as candidly admits that Psychical Research must 
interpret it for us and furnish us with the belief which that resur- 
rection was supposed to prove. 
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TREASURER’S REPORT. 


The following is the Treasurer’s Report for the year. Quar- 
terly Reports were not published and the present is the sum of 
the quarterly Reports made to the Board of Trustees of the In- 
stitute. There will be a few more expenses for the month of 
December which cannot be reported here because we go to 
press before the financial year closes. 


Receipts. 
SS WN en isis sie ons Sb ved bees $3,277.00 
Interest on investments..............c.c%seees 795.00 
IS 2 ot ee ea re On ee ee ae 501.07 
i AER to ial ats ge Pace i tele ieee oi klae 178.67 
MN ira dae te uit st oll. ae $4,751.74 

Expenses. 
EE ECDL PEE 
ae Tee eae eee ee ee aay 7 aero wer 1,730.50 
Ta a lel i el ge syd att 500.00 
ESAT OR ISGD AR Tre” Or a 5-41 | gene eS Cy ae ee oe Se 191.88 
INI Sere ee so ee Ss chan) 9 bees 173.00 
LEE) IE OO 175.00 
ai ei aA thas dle ie Math ion 6-4 Adee da 176.00 
he ee tLe atatseabb debs 71.40 
ED Bic the cis oP ace ewae do bs well ewes 72.00 
SE 2c dee BESS ok eed eek nahi bek Vee 202.55 
MERE aio Thee lehackee ce eek ies $6,441.31 


JAMES H. HYSLOP, Treasurer. 
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ERRATA 


where read when. 
Sometime read Some time. 
where read in which. 

to talk read in talking. 


Omit right. 


For 


physician’s read physicians’. 


For sometime read some time. 


For 
For 
For 
For 
For 
For 


movments read movements. 
Vew read View. 

into read in to. 

sometime read some time. 
remmber read remember. 

L. A. Cross read I. A. Cross. 


After most read I likely}. 


For 


Tulser read Tulsa. 


After their read [his]. 
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For 
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For 


Revelations read The Revelation. 
and intimate read and an intimate. 
practice read practise. 

knew read know. 

could not read could. 
instignation read instigation. 

his views read he. 

annonymous read anonymous. 
pace read place. 

conscriptes read conscripti. 
ironly read trony. 

viridical read veridical. 
abacadabra read abracadabra. 
makes read make. 

affected read effected. 

practise read practice. 

vicious read viscous. 

protude read protrude. 

of read in. 


After are read what they are. 
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pleases read please. 

throws read throw. 

was read were. 

conculsions read conclusions. 
controling read controlling. 
to read about. 

with read through. 

webb read web. 

Bois read Wood. 

Bois read Wood. 

critera read criteria. 
experments read experiments. 
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